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REACTION TO RESIGNATION 


Dear Dr. Montano: 

It has been with great pleasure, in- 
struction and inspiration that I have 
been privileged to read the Converted 
Catholic [now CHRISTIAN HERITAGE] 
over a number of years, and especially 
your editorials. 

There is no doubt that your ministry 
with Christ’s Mission has been a great 
asset to its success in all of its depart- 
ments, and that the absence of your 
wise counsel from the official staff will 
be keenly felt. 

You have presented the question of 
Romanism in a scholarly and coura- 
geous way, yet in a spirit of compas- 
sion and understanding, for you know 
how to sympathize and understand, 
having been chained to the wall of 
Rome’s dark dungeon of night your- 
self for long days, nights and years. 

Thank God, His spirit came to you 
in Rome’s prison house. “And, behold, 
the angel of the Lord came upon him, 
and a light shined in the prison, and 
he smote Peter (Walter M. Montajfio) 
on the side, and raised him up saying, 
‘Arise up quickly.’ And his chains fell 
off from his hands. And the angel said 
unto him, ‘Gird thyself, and bind on 
thy sandals.’ And so he did. And he 
saith unto him, ‘Cast thy garment 
about thee and follow me.’ And he 
went out, and followed him .. .” 

Your life and ministry in America 
is an open challenge to every true 
American and should be amply appre- 
ciated by manifesting a life of devo- 
tion to the cause of freedom from both 
a spiritual and national standpoint. 
You have done us a great service. 
Knowing the value of freedom in its 
truest sense, I believe you have left 
no stone unturned—putting your own 
life in jeopardy—to warn a sleeping, 
lethargic nation of the danger of losing 
what freedom remains. 

W.L.S., Pa. 
Dear Dr. Montajo: 

May the Lord strengthen your net 
so it will not break as you cast it on 
the Lord’s side of the ship and bring 
in that mighty “draught.” 

We will be praying. 

Mr. and Mrs. C.G.H., Wisc. 


Dear Dr. Montafo: 

It was with real regret that I read 
your letter stating that you were leav- 
ing the CHRISTIAN HERITAGE. I feel that 
your work there has been outstanding. 
You have made a contribution both to 
Christianity and to America. 


J.W.W., Calif. 


Dear Friend: 


It is with heavy heart that I hear of 
your resignation from CHRISTIAN HER- 
ITAGE. America will miss you! Amer- 
ica needs you! 

R.F.S., Minn. 
Dear Dr. Montano: 


I feel that the Lord has chosen you 
as His vessel to go out into the deep 
to launch your ship with Him as your 
captain and answer His call and abide 
by it, for it is a great honor even if it 
is a sacrifice for you. 

I regret though that you won’t be 
with Christ’s Mission and your work 
with the CHRISTIAN HERITAGE maga- 
zine, but your readers won’t forget 
you. 

May He guide and protect you in all 
your life. 

AS., Calif. 
Dear Dr. Montano: 

I will call you the “Big Fisherman” 
also. 

P.P.H., Minn. 
Dear Dr. Montano: 


I have received the magazine since 
some time before you became editor, 
while Dr. Leo Lehmann was editor, and 
I want you to know how very deeply 
I have appreciated your work. I feel 
that this magazine is of the utmost 
importance and that you have done a 
wonderful piece of work in editing it 
these past years. Thank you so much. 

We who are readers of CHRISTIAN 
HERITAGE are going to miss you very 
much, but I am sure we all appreciate 
your sense of mission in the other ex- 
tremely important work, and wish you 
God’s richest blessing. 


R.L.K., Wisc. 
Dear Dr. Montafio: 


When I read of your resignation 
from the CHRISTIAN HERITAGE, I had a 
sort of lost feeling—who will carry on? 

May our good Lord watch over you 
and keep you from harm and give you 
continued health to carry on. 


I.M., Iowa 
Dear Dr. Montano: 


I was surprised and shocked at the 
news that you had resigned as Editor 
of CHRISTIAN HERITAGE magazine, and, 
if you will pardon what might appear 
to be a selfish attitude, I will say that 
I have grown so used to your writings 
that it will be hard to get used to an- 
other. Your writings have brought me 
to the foot of the cross, and I have re- 
ceived elevation from all of them. 


R.D.M., Colo. 


Dear Dr. Montano: 


When Rev. Leo Lehmann was our 
Editor, and the Lord called him home 
on high, I, with many others, thought, 
Whom can we get who will adequately 
fill our dear Editor’s place? So then I 


thought the same of you, Dr. Montaino, . 


on reading of your resignation. 

You have gone further than your 
predecessors in enlarging the scope of 
the magazine, the rehabilitation center 
was your God-given idea, and the dig- 
nified and scholarly-written editorials 
have searched through to many souls 
hungry for truth. Now, you have been 
lifted to see farther horizons among 
those whose lives have been in deeper 
darkness and who have had fewer op- 
portunities to gain the glorious know]l- 
edge of our Saviour’s love through His 
life and death on Calvary. 

So I say, in all humility, that, after 
serving Christ’s Mission so faithfully 
for so many years, you should follow 
the promptings of the Holy Spirit. 

Our prayers and blessings go with 
you! 

M.C.C., N.J. 
Dear Dr. Montafo: 


Many times I have resolved to write 
to you. Your magazine is an inspira- 
tion to me and the witness you and 
your staff have to the truth must be 
music to the Lord. I am part way 
through the March issue of CHRISTIAN 
HERITAGE and know that I must write 
today. 

My heart is sick when I think of the 
many key positions, the many fields of 
communications such as press, radio, 
television, movies, entertainment in 
general, the unions, charities, etc., 
taken over by the Romanists through 
their steadfastness of purpose. Why is 
it so hard to wake Protestants up? It 
would seem God has allowed scales to 
grow over their eyes. 

S.A.R., Ohio 
Dear Dr. Montano: 


It was with great concern that I 
read of your resignation, and a sort of 
sadness. 

You have done such a wonderful job 
in editing the CHRISTIAN HERITAGE. 

We will surely miss your charity in 
bringing forth the truth. 

I am sure the dear Lord will raise 
up someone to fill your place. We have 
been praying for you and CHRISTIAN 
HERITAGE almost every day for some 
time, and will continue. 


L.N.M., S. Dak. 
Dear Dr. Montano: 


I’ve thought that you must be some 
sort of superman as you labored on 
both east and west shores of the United 
States. It is marvelous what you have 
done for the magazine. I hope there 
will be someone to take over the maga- 
zine with some of your efficiency. 

The Roman Catholics and commu- 
nists are very zealous workers, and if 
either or both make great progress, it 
will be just too bad. You are probably 
the one person in the world who can 
hinder that progress most. 


S.H., Mich. 


CHRISTIAN HERITAGE 


Summer and Winter 


Summer and winter, spring and autumn, 
the work of proclaiming the Gospel to the 
Jewish people must go on uninterrupted. 
The labor of love to the scattered multi- 

«ye tudes of Jewish men, women and children, 
~ in Europe, Israel, India, and across our 


— continent, must continue day by 
ay. 

Will you please pray for our mission- 
aries and help us in this Christ-like ministry 
as the Lord enables you. 


Challenging publication 
ISRAEL MY GLORY sent on request 
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WILL AMERICA HAVE 
A CATHOLIC PRESIDENT? 


BE GET 
THE 
INFORMED}! FACTS! 





“MY DELIVERANCE FROM 
THE HERESIES OF ROME" 


By Harry HAmMPEL 
The Book That Has Shocked The World! 
@ Gives proof of the strong possibility 
of electing a Catholic in the coming 
presidential election. 
@ Proves that the Church of Rome is 
trying to rule America. 
Exposes convent life, purgatory, the 
confession booth, and answers many 
of your questions concerning Ro- 
man Catholicism. 


@ Tells of Evangelist Hampel’s dramat- 
ic deliverance from Roman Catholi- 
cism. 

- - » 16 Great Chapters .. . 

Every Protestant Should Read This Book 
Order Your Copy Today From: 
EvANGELIstT HArry HAMPEL 

P. O. Box 8646 Dallas 16, Texas 
Only $1.00 
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STOP SMOKING! 


BANISH THE CRAVING FOR TOBACCO! 
The easily applied method explained in “THE 

SMOKING HABIT” by Wodehouse will enable 

~~ to quickly and positively rid yourself of the 
ebacco Habit. Read this book through. You'll 

enjoy it, and if you don't give up smoking, you 

get your money back and no questions asked. 
ostpaid only $1.00. 


NEW LIFE Dept. CO-66 Rowan, lowa 
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Join our successful authors in a 

complete publishing program: pub- 
YOU ® licity, advertising, handsome books. 
BOOK WRITE DEPT. CE 6 

200 VARICK STREET, N. Y. 14 
LLL edecceQzQnazQZQznnzQZQQqzQZxzd 


Send for FREE manuscript report 
and copy of How To Publish Your Book. 
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Dear Dr. Montajfio: 


I pray a man of faith and prayer 
will take your place, as it is a very 
wonderful reward as the head of the 
CHRISTIAN HERITAGE. 


Mrs. B., Md. 


Dear Dr. Montano: 


We know what you have contributed 
in awakening the people of America 
who are readers of CHRISTIAN HERI- 
TAGE, and it is difficult to see, at once, 
why a seasoned general should leave 
his post where he could guide many 
others. Still one man is one man, and 
he can only perform one man’s job at 
a time. 

We shall watch your progress under 
God’s help. 


HS., Ill. 
Dear Dr. Montaio: 


While many of us regret very much 
that you are leaving Christ’s Mission, 


I personally cannot but feel you are 


obeying God’s will. 

You have my sincere prayers and 
best wishes for God’s greatest blessing 
on your efforts for Him. 


E.L.M., Mich. 


Dear Dr. Montajfo: 


We pray God’s blessing and guidance 
upon you and all those associated with 
you. May God give you health and 
strength and love for the lost. We pray 
the leading of the Holy Spirit upon 
the work of the CHRISTIAN HERITAGE 
and that many may come out of the 
labyrinth of the Catholic Church into 
the light of the glorious Gospel of our 
wonderful Saviour. 


Mr. and Mrs. L. W., Calif. 


DR. MONTANO REPLIES 


Because of the tremendous flood of 
letters coming to Dr. Montajo’s desk, 
upon the announcement of his resigna- 
tion as Executive Director of Christ’s 
Mission and Editor of CHRISTIAN HER- 
ITAGE magazine, it has been physically 
impossible for him to reply personally. 
He is availing himself of this oppor- 
tunity to speak to his friends through 
the pages of the magazine. 


To the Readers of CHRISTIAN HERITAGE: 


Out of my deep gratitude for the 
hundreds of expressions of loyalty and 
encouragement which have come to me 
in the past few weeks, I thank my God 
upon every remembrance of you. 

The letters printed here are pub- 
lished as a tribute to those who have 
written us in recent days and those 
who have stood by us through the 
years. Upheld by your prayers, we 
have carried on thus far, under God, 
the work He has entrusted to us. 

“I have you in my heart.” May God 
richly bless you in the defense and 
confirmation of the Gospel. 

To the glory and praise of Jesus Christ, 


Walter M. Montano 
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KNOCKED... 


and I was ready to 
serve the Lordin a 
new capacity’’ 



















“I praise God for my 
introduction to THE 
BOOK OF LIFE eight 
years ago, and I’m 
thankful, too, for the 
great help it has been to 
my pastoral ministry — 
financially as well as 
spiritually. 

“The opportunity to work full time is 
indeed gratifying and I’m finding this field 
of endeavor represents as real a ministry as 
preaching.”—Rev. John Yates 


‘4] find many Christians 
are looking for part-time 
work’’... ees i 








“As district manager for 
John Rudin in western 
Canada, I come in con- 
tact with Christian men 
and women who need me, 
additional income and + ~ 
are looking for oppor- : Nd 
tunities where they can “a 
put their spare time into N 

profitable activity. Some of these folk are 
earning up to $100 a week. 

“Before joining Rudin, | was engaged in 
selling Bibles and Christian literature for 
many years, but I’m finding much greater 
satisfaction in THE Book OF LIFE PLAN.” 

—C. Ritchie 
"SO REWARDING... 


spiritually and financially’’ 
— 
FE “I enjoy working for 
gr Rudin—it brings me into 
contact with people and 
homes. I consider it a 
vital ministry, because it 
gives me an opportunity 
to serve my Lord and 
fellow men as well. 
“And my earnings 
have been most gratify- 
ing, too—in a recent 3-month period I earned 
$3,290.46 (but I worked like a beaver!). 
We work on a selective lead system .. . no 
competition, no deliveries, and there is no 
investment to make — Rudin finances the 
complete program and provides all kinds of 
help in getting started.”"—Rev. H. T. McNeal 
" sohn Rudin & Company, ine. <7 "a 
22 W. Madison Street 
| Chicago 2, Illinois 


Yes, I'm interested. Please send me complete 
| information on your program. 


DEPT. A6O 


| 
| Address 


1 State or 
j City Province 


CLIP AND MAIL TODAY 


3 


1 
| 
| 

1 | 
| ee 
| 
| 
| 
| 











Protestant Council on 
«  Koman Catholicism 


SPECIAL COMMUNIQUE 


os THREE-DAY Protestant Council on 
Roman Catholicism was concluded too late for a 
full report in this issue of CHRISTIAN HERITAGE. 
The following text of a prepared statement con- 
cerning the Council deliberations was released to 
the press by Rev. Stuart Garver, Co-Director of 
Christ’s Mission and Chairman of all the Council 
sessions: 


“As participants in a Protestant Council on 
Roman Catholicism we have met to explore the 
complex and difficult issues which confront us with 
regard to the Roman Catholic Church of the Amer- 
ican scene. 


“We desire first of all to confess again those 
things which we hold dear. We praise God for 
having called us into His grace and by the gospel 
of Jesus Christ. We thank God for the assurance 
we have by virtue of His true Word and His Holy 
Spirit. We cherish our heritage in the Christian 
Church and honor the fathers, martyrs and the 
reformers of our faith, together with the whole 
company of those whom God has called to be saints. 


“We reaffirm our faith in the great reforma- 
tion principles such as the authority in and over 
the church of the written Word of God; the assur- 
ing and witnessing ministry of the Holy Spirit 
directly in the Christian heart; justification by 
faith alone in virtue of the free grace of God; and 
the freedom of the Christian man. 


“We reaffirm our conviction that the authority 
of the Word and Spirit of God is a spiritual author- 
ity. Under this spiritual authority men are there- 
fore to be free from all external constraints in 
determining matters of faith and religion. 


“We believe that the separation of church and 
state is the most just and profitable arrangement 
for all parties concerned; and we stand opposed to 
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all attempts to disturb this arrangement, whether 
from the side of the church or from the side of the 
state. 


“We recognize that both Catholicism and Prot- 
estantism face common problems in America such 
as the great advance in secularism in the way of 
life, and materialism in the value beliefs of the 
American people. 


“We recognize that the Protestant faith and 
the Roman Catholic faith both profess belief in the 
inspiration of the Holy Scriptures and in the 
ecumenical creed of the first five Christian cen- 
turies. 


“We regret that the Roman Catholic Church 
has not corrected herself by the Word of God; that 
in many of her pronouncements she continues to 
distance herself from the original Christian revela- 
tion and the original gospel of the grace of God; 


and that she still chooses to use carnal weapons in 
her warfare. 


“We recognize the complexity of the differ- 
ences between Protestantism and Roman Catholi- 
cism. We regret the deep cleavage in certain most 
vital points. Nevertheless we believe that the 
shared dangers posed by growing secularism and 
revived paganism provide a sufficient incentive, and 
the shared respect for the Scriptures and the an- 
cient creeds a sufficient basis for conversations 
intended to achieve that unity in truth which is 
demanded by the Word of God. 


“We believe that such conversation is possible 
only if there is mutual Christian respect from both 
sides and that such conversation will be fruitful 
only if the complexity of the issues and the deep 
seated divergences of the two parties are clearly 
recognized and not glossed over.” 


CHRISTIAN HERITA® © 


IMPRESSIONS 


Protestant Council on Roman 


‘hs IDEA of a Protestant 
Council on Roman Catholicism 
was not primarily conceived be- 
cause of the possible political is- 
sue in this election year. That did 
not enter in, but the issue lies far 
deeper. 

Two basic factors prompted it. 
One was the real need to develop 
a positive approach and message 
to both Protestants and Catholics 
without being “anti-Catholic.” 
We do not wish to be unfair nor 
merely negative in dealing with 
Roman Catholicism. 

The other factor is that we 
were painfully aware of a creep- 
ing paralysis among Protestants 
who were falling prey to an in- 
sidious psychology that there 
really is nothing in Romanism to 
be alarmed about and that it is 
bigotry to discuss the issues of 
religious differences. All too many 


Protestants, ministers and other” 


leaders included, have made such 
“noble and high-sounding’”’ com- 
ments! 

Someone, therefore, had to be 
the religious Paul Revere and 
awaken sleeping Christians. 
Someone had to dare seek a cor- 
rect approach in keeping with the 
spirit of Christ. It seemed best 
that a aeutral, non-denomination- 
al organization should do it, and 
Christ’s Mission felt this as a call 
of God. 

When the Board of Trustees 
agreed to the plan, none of us 
knew exactly what would or even 
should come out of such a con- 
ference. One thing was clear, 
however: it had to be done on as 
broad a representative basis as 
possible so that the discussion 
would reflect, not only the well 
known viewpoint of Christ’s Mis- 
sion, but the less articulated 
thinking of major Protestant 
church bodies. Hence the call went 
out to the participants listed in 
the April issue of CHRISTIAN 
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HERITAGE, and a selected group 
of auditors were also invited to 
listen and ask questions. 

It is not surprising that the be- 


ginnings were cautious. Here 
were fifteen Protestant leaders, 
some of whom had never met each 
other before. They especially 
needed time to be assured of mu- 
tual trust and united purposes. 
By the first plenary session, 
and again on the second day of 
the conference, there was no 
doubt about the basic unanimity 
in the purpose despite the broad- 
ly varied church and theological 
complexion of the panel. There 
was notable evidence of unity on 
the basic doctrines and purposes 
of the Church of Jesus Christ. 
The basic differences between 
Protestantism (in its proper Bib- 
lical form) and Roman Catholi- 
cism were clearly and forcefully 
reviewed. These included theolog- 
ical differences such as the Pap- 
acy, the priesthood, the mass, 
purgatory, Mariolatry, etc. They 
also included practical differences 
such as clericalism, secular power 
and control, political action, etc. 
Specific situations today were 


g 


by the Rev. Paul P. Fryhling 


Catholicism 


cited both in the United States 
and elsewhere where the Roman 
church had played both a heavy 
and a high hand to gain its way 
or thwart the efforts of Protes- 
tants in both religious and secu- 
lar matters. 


Strategic Action 


The strategic Protestant action 
suggested pointed to both the 
Protestant and Roman Catholic 
Church. Humbly we must admit 
that Protestantism by and large 
must awaken to its true sense of 
spiritual witness to the Gospel 
through the Word and the Holy 
Spirit. It must clearly enunciate 
justification by faith and the true 
piety in which every Christian 
lives for Christ and by Christ in 
every area of public life. 

Toward Roman Catholic error 
we must present first a correct 
and true theology based on God’s 
Word alone. We must insist upon 
fair and honest action in their 
religious propaganda and efforts 
to gain secular advantages and 
power. An _ excellent summary 
statement by Dr. Carl F. Henry 
on Thursday afternoon covering 
the full scope of Roman Catholic 
Action in world affairs was en- 
thusiastically received by all in 
attendance at the Council. 

While no final statement was 
made on the candidacy of a Ro- 
man Catholic for president it was 
obvious several pertinent ques- 
tions concerning Roman Catholic 
action in the political arena must 
be clearly answered by the Ro- 
man Catholic Church, the hier- 
archy itself, and not by isolated 
members of that church. Such 
questions would be asked in the 
hope of getting a papal guaran- 
tee that the traditional Roman 
Catholic doctrine of church and 
state would not be foisted upon 
American citizens, that the basic 

(Continued on page 6) 











Home Front News 


Thrilling highlights: 


climb with well over 1,200 now participating. 


LIFE Protestants Should Know, is now being sent out. 


The correspondence course enrollment continues to 
Course No. 2, Roman Catholic 


Two letters just arrived, one telling of the conversion of a Roman Catholic 


mailman who took the course and now attends the ...eeceeeeee church. 


The second 


tells of three Roman Catholics also converted while taking the correspondence 


course. 
relatives to Christ. 


Another party, after taking the course, has led four Roman Catholic 


Our staff just returning from Minnesota, Canada, Chicago and Maryland tell 
of some very good meetings where people seemed to be helped a great deal. 


The demand for our films, particularly HIDDEN POWER, which is so timely, 


grows from day to day. 


A former pastor now with a leading evangelical organi- 


zation writes: "Last week I saw your dynamic film, HIDDEN POWER, for the second 


time. 


The wide-spread scheduling of the film in coming months can do more, in 


my opinion, than all the tracts and sermons on the dangers inherent in a Catholic 


president. 
issue." 
reserved scon. 


Thank you again for this powerful commentary on an ever-contemporary 
If you are contemplating using HIDDEN POWER the date had better be 


Two more former priests from the United States recently received at our Sea 
Cliff home are now holding nice positions through assistance given them. 


A great number of additional clerics are now contacting us for help. 
These come from every part of the globe. 


We will be adding another former priest to our staff this summer for 


research and writing. 





Impressions 


(Continued from previous page) 


Constitutional provision for sep- 
aration of church and state would 
not be jeopardized by any reli- 
gious pressure upon a Roman 
Catholic layman in the White 
House. 


Confident Conclusion 
This Council is but the begin- 


ning of a very important task. 
First, the material of the confer- 
ence will be re-studied for future 
release. Also, it is expected that 
Christ’s Mission may be called 
upon to conduct smaller regional 
conferences to pursue the matter 
further. 

As a Board member, I came 


away feeling that not only had 
men of God spoken fearlessly and 
well together, but most important 
God had spoken. 


Dr. Paul P. Fryhling is Pastor of the 
First Covenant Church of Minneapolis, 
Minnesota, and a member of the Board 
of Trustees of Christ’s Mission. 
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Your Ballot and 
Your Country 


WW ouw PATRIOTIC American people elect 

to the highest office of their country a 

candidate who was a member of the Communist 

party, owing his allegiance to the Kremlin and re- 
ceiving his orders from the Bolshevik rulers? 

Would they cast their ballots for a man who 
was an avowed Nazi party member, committed 
soul, body and mind to the doctrine and strategy 
of that totalitarian system? 

Would their eyes dwell upon a person whose 
strong preferences were for Fascism and whose 
record indicated that he was serving under the 
banner of that foreign ideology? 

Would Americans choose a President who was 
enrolled in the ranks of the fanatical and intoler- 
ant groups of Spanish Falangism? 


Any such nominee would be repudiated by all 
loyal Americans. Such a man would disqualify him- 
self by virtue of his allegiance to a totalitarian 
school of philosophy entirely inimical to the spirit 
of the American way of life. By the same token, 
because of his church’s theory of government, 
which is at variance with the spirit of American- 
ism, it would be equally illogical to contend that 
a loyal son of the Roman Catholic Church should 
occupy the White House. 

Consciously or unconsciously, a Roman Catho- 
lic cannot avoid bearing in his opinions and their 
resultant actions the true color of his church’s po- 
sition. We emphasize, as do all patriotic Ameri- 
cans, that it is not his personal or private form of 
worship that renders a Roman Catholic candidate 
ineligible, but his acceptance of his church’s anti- 
American teachings regarding freedom, democ- 
racy and separation of Church and State. 


What are the concepts embraced by the Roman 
Catholic Church and its followers which are in- 
compatible with the American Constitution? 

The Roman Church allows no other voice than 
her own. Roma locuta; causa finita, she declares: 
Rome has spoken; the matter is closed. 

Upon this subject a Jesuit writer expresses 
the mind of the Roman Catholic Church: “Person- 
ally, I consider such an attitude [pluralism] non- 
sensical from the Catholic point of view. The divi- 
sion of the commonwealth into a plethora of sects 
is a pathological condition of society.” (America, 
March 5, 1960) 

The teachings of Pope Leo XIII, reaffirmed 
and reworded for Roman Catholics today, place 
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the Roman Church above the State and patently 
condemn freedom of worship guaranteed by the 
Constitution of the United States: 

“Ivo of Chartres writing to Pope Paschal II 
stated: ‘When kingdom and priesthood are at one, 
in complete accord, the world is well ruled .. .’ 
When the State claimed the right to treat the 
Church as any other society under its jurisdiction 
the great slogan was broadcast: ‘Separation of 
Church and State .. .’ Separation is a nice name 
for tyranny and absolutism. Such State absolutism 
is against God’s Truth and God’s Law. 

“It is also wrong for the State to allow un- 
limited freedom of speech as if this were a right 
of the citizen. No one has an unlimited right.” 

The instructions given by the hierarchy to 
Roman Catholic believers, in relation to politics, 
are very significant: 

“Every Catholic should be a total Catholic, 
which means giving unswerving allegiance to all 
the teachings of the Church . . . There should be 
unity of opinion among Catholics on two important 
principles, the maintenance of religion and the 
State. There is no room for disagreement in these 
matters . . . In these troublesome times it is im- 
portant for Catholics to heed the voice of the Pope. 
Papal teaching is the guide for Catholic thought 
and action.” (Christian State or Pagan Chaos, 
with Imprimatur by Francis Cardinal Spellman, 
by Rev. Gerald C. Treacy, S. J., The Paulist Press, 
N. Y., 1945, pp. 6, 10, 12, 14, 17.) 

No matter how wrong, how undemocratic or 
contrary to the interests of our nation the Papal 
pronouncements may be, the Pope must be blindly 
obeyed, for “He himself (the Pope) is judged by 
nobody, because there is no higher judge on the 
earth than he.” (Fundamentals of Catholic Dogma, 
with Eccesiastical approval, p. 286.) 


"The Lesser Evil" 


Writing on the subject of “Catholics and Poli- 
tics,” the National Catholic Action weekly Our 
Sunday Visitor of March 20, 1960, admits that in 
the eyes of Rome our democratic system of govern- 
ment is neither important nor preferable, merely 
tolerable: 

“The [Roman Catholic] Church has consistent- 
ly held that the form of government is, of itself, 
no concern of religion. Provided only that the rule 
is just, it is not important, that the type of gov- 
ernment be a democracy, an aristocracy, or single- 
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man rule. Many secular writers think that the 
Church is prejudiced against democracy. The ori- 
gin of this view is two-fold: the writings of Pope 
Leo XIII, in a context of violent anti-clericalism 
in newly formed democracies of Western Europe, 
sounded notes of caution about abuses in democ- 
racy. Secondly, in the present century, many of the 
world’s dictatorships have sprung up in Catholic 
(or nominally Catholic) nations. 

“Pope Pius XII made two major contributions 
to Catholic theory of government ... He wondered 
whether, in modern times, the democratic form of 
rule might not be a virtual necessity ... Again in 
1953, the Pope made an important address on re- 
ligious toleration in a modern political community. 
Many Catholics had opposed toleration of error on 
the grounds that truth has higher rights that 
should be upheld. But the Holy Father noted that 
often the general welfare of the community calls 
for toleration of lesser evils, for fear that greater 
goods may be lost in the process of repression.” 


How Will Catholics Vote? 


Look magazine need not have asked Catholic 
Priest John A. O’Brien for a reply to the question, 
“Can Catholics separate Church and State?” From 
the beginning of the papacy to the year 1960, this 
question has been answered by all ecclesiastical 
authorities and their words printed in Roman Cath- 
olic books, periodicals, pamphlets, textbooks, and 
encyclicals. Expedience demands, however, that 
since this is election year, former pronouncements 
of the Roman Church must in effect be shelved by 
- the “team” while the rooting for a Catholic Presi- 
dent is in progress. It is no doubt hoped that the 
smokescreen of the hierarchy’s fast double talk will 
somehow hide the church’s well-known historical 
position. 

Most Catholics and some Protestants are in- 
clined to feel that a candidate’s allegiance to a 
foreign power holds no significant bearing upon 
his credentials for the highest office in the land. 
It must be assumed that this type of reasoning 
stems from ignorance of basic Roman Catholic 
dogmas, rules and pronouncements. Any other in- 
terpretation would be tantamount to treason. 

Although Mr. John Kennedy expostulates fre- 
quently and widely about his independence and 
alleged freedom of action, the slightest knowledge 
of the Roman Catholic interpretation of “liberty” 
establishes that “freedom to act in accordance with 
Roman Catholicism” is the only freedom known 
to members of that church. 

Roman Catholic publications are now engaged 
in a publicity campaign in which they allege that 
neither the Vatican nor the hierarchy has ever 
directed the Roman Catholic people how to vote, 
but in opposition to these claims the following 
specific cases show that the Vatican of today does 
dictate its policies in political affairs and instruct 
its followers how to vote. 

The New York Times of April 14, 1959 de- 
clared that “Pope John XXIII forbade Roman 
Catholics throughout the world today to vote for 
candidates or for parties that supported or gave 


comfort to the Communists. The ban is the first by 
the Vatican against any candidate or party. The 
prohibition is absolute.” When questioned by the 
press as to whether this applied to Americans as 
well, the Vatican reminded the interrogators that 
the ban was a “world-wide prohibition.” 


Regardless of our deep-rooted antipathy for 
all that is Communistic, this pronouncement was a 
reminder to the whole world that the Pope does 
have the authority, according to Roman Catholic 
decrees, to direct his subjects ‘“‘world-wide” in their 
voting, and if they violate his directions they are 
reminded that they do so under pain of excom- 
munication. 

To every cry by their enthusiastic boosters 
that American Roman Catholics are not subject to 
the dictates of a foreign power we contend that 
Pope John’s pronouncement proves that the head 
of a foreign state is giving instructions to Ameri- 
can citizens on how they shall cast their ballots. 
This general principle is established. Today it may 
be used against Communists, tomorrow against 
those who favor separation of Church and State 
or uphold democracy. 

The Herald Tribune (Nov. 18, 1945) contains 
an article by Joseph Newman which confirms this 
fact. “Catholics Get Voting Advice in Argentine— 
Told Not to Back Parties Which Would Separate 
Church from the State.” 

“Buenos Aires, Nov. 18—A collective pastoral 
letter signed by all members of Argentina’s Roman 
Catholic episcopacy, advising Catholics how to vote 
in the national elections scheduled for February, 
was read today in every Catholic Church in the 
country. 

“*No Catholics,’ the letter said, ‘can join par- 
ties or vote for candidates who inscribe in their 
programs the following principles: 

“1, Separation of the Roman Catholic Church 

from the state. 

“2. Suppression of legal provisions which 
recognize the rights of religion and par- 
ticularly the religious oath and the words 
in which our constitution invokes the 
“protection of God, source of all reason 
and justice,” because such suppression 
is equivalent to the public and positive 
profession of national atheism. 

“3. Educational secularism. 

“ ‘4, Legal divorce.’ 


“These four principles are advocated by polit- 
ical leaders who oppose the strong influence exer- 
cised by the Catholic Church in the political life 
of Argentina and who support the movement to 
separate the church from the government. 

“. . . The third point refers to compulsory 
Catholic teaching in the public schools, which was 
decreed by the military regime after the 1943 revo- 
lution. All liberal elements in the country, includ- 
ing liberal Catholics, oppose compulsory religious 
teaching on the ground that it is anti-democratic, 
but the pastoral letter asserted that ‘the introduc- 
tion of religious teaching in the schools marked a 
great step in the progress of national education.’ ” 


CHRISTIAN HERITAGE 


Church Loyalty vs. Party Loyalty 


It can happen here! Last decade it was Argen- 
tina. This decade it can be the United States of 
America. From Leo XIII to John XXIII, the Popes 
speak the same language and give their followers 
the same orders. Today it is still from Rome that 
the instructions come. 

A new constitution was approved for the Dio- 
cese of Rome, and other dioceses throughout the 
world are “expected to follow suit.” Among other 
things, it will forbid, upon pain of excommunica- 
tion, any Catholic to enact any law harmful to the 
Roman Church, to read any publication inspired 
by Protestantism, to take part in services, sermons, 
or discussions of non-Catholic denominations, to 
vote for persons who promote “heretical principles 
or doctrines,” or to watch motion pictures, stage 
shows or television programs not considered “safe” 
by the ecclesiastical authorities. 

Now that the Roman Catholic Church is satis- 
fied that this country is a “Post-Protestant Amer- 
ica” and claims that “Today, in 1960... we have 
virtually ceased to be Protestant” (America, 
March, 1960), what will prevent the American 
hierarchy from giving orders telling Roman Catho- 
lics how they may cast their ballots? While the 
hierarchy claims that the “Roman Catholic vote” 
is a myth and that “there never has been a Catholic 
voting bloc in this country; there never should be” 
(The Register, April 24, 1960), the reports of the 
primary election indicated that Roman Catholics 
voted for Mr. Kennedy “regardless of party 
loyalties.” 

“Kennedy’s victory was compounded not alone 
from Democratic support. He is a Roman Catholic. 
And Roman Catholics obviously voted for him in 
large proportions, regardless of party loyalties. In 
some areas Republicans obviously moved over into 
the Democratic primary in heavy numbers. Wis- 
consin has a comparatively high Catholic popula- 
tion of around 30%. In areas where there are the 
most Catholics, Kennedy swamped Humphrey. He 
piled up impressive votes, too, in traditional Re- 
publican strongholds—some of them Catholic, 
also.” (Los Angeles Times, April 7, 1960) 


The Papal Army 


In reality the “Papal Army” comprises every 
faithful Roman Catholic in every country in the 
world. The pledge of allegiance required as a con- 
dition of membership in the Roman Catholic 
Church contains the following promise of obedi- 
ence: 

“I acknowledge the Holy Catholic Apostolic 
Roman Church for the mother and mistress of all 
churches and I promise true obedience to the Bish- 
op of Rome, successor to St. Peter, Prince of the 
Apostles, and Vicar of Jesus Christ.” (The Grounds 
of Catholic Doctrine, contained in the Profession 
of Faith, published by Pope Pius IX, 1855.) 

If the head of the Roman Catholic Church 
Should ever exert a political influence in America, 
every Roman Catholic would virtually be at his 


JUNE, 1960 


command and be obligated to forward papal de- 
signs, even though such actions might conflict with 
his personal interests and wishes. 

The Vatican may instruct a Roman Catholic 
to desert or betray his own government, or even do 
battle against it; if unsuccessful, he must bear the 
consequences of his actions, for this would be of 
mere temporal importance. But he is made to be- 
lieve that disobedience to the Pope is treason to 
his God and thereby incurs the pain of eternal 
damnation. The Vatican government is respected 
and obeyed, therefore, regardless of the extent of 
its physical power, for the weapons of the Pope 
are spiritual ones. Seated on the throne of Peter, 
the Pope fights his battles with a stroke of the pen, 
and the thunderings of the Vatican burst over the 
heads of Catholics, making them slaves of an ar- 
rogant prelate. 


Unconditional Surrender 


According to The Catholic World, all Catho- 
lies are to render to the Pope of Rome “unquestion- 
ing submission and obedience of the intellect and 
will.” 

To obtain submission the Vatican Council in- 
vokes the aid of coercive measures: “Unity with 
the Roman faith is absolutely necessary, and there- 
fore, the prerogative of absolute infallibility is to 
be ascribed to it, and a coercive power to constrain 
to unity of faith, in like manner, absolute; also the 
infallibility and coercive power of the Catholic 
Church itself, which is bound to adhere to the faith, 
are absolute. This infallibility and coercive power 
are to be ascribed to him (the Pope) and are per- 
sonal.” (The Vatican Council and its Definitions, 
by Cardinal Manning, pp. 103, 104.) 

Orestes Brownson categorically declares that 
the state “is bound to protect’ the rights of the 
Roman Church “with physical force if necessary” 
and “to govern in accordance with the divine law 
as she interprets, declares, and applies it.” In ad- 
dition he states that the church has “the right to 
call upon” a Catholic State “to suppress an insur- 
gent heresy or schism, and to compel those who 
have personally received the faith to return to the 
unity from which they have broken away.” 
(Brownson’s Quarterly Review, January 1873, 
Vol. I, p. 17.) 

That this army must also be a powerful voting 
bloc may be seen from Sapientiae Christianae, En- 
cyclica] Letter of Leo XIII: 

“In the public order itself of States—which 
cannot be severed from the laws influencing morals 
and from religious duties—it is always urgent, 
and indeed the main preoccupation to take thought 
how best to consult the interests of [Roman] Ca- 
tholicism. Wherever these appear by reason of the 
efforts of adversaries to be in danger, all differ- 
ences of opinion among Roman Catholics should 
forthwith cease, so that like thoughts and counsels 
prevailing, they may hasten to the aid of [Roman 
Catholic] religion, the general and supreme good, 
to which all else should be referred.” (The Catho- 
lic World, Aug. 1871, Vol. XIII, pp. 580-589.) 








Since the secular spirit took possession of the 
papacy centuries ago, the Roman Catholic move- 
ment in the world has been two-fold. One was re- 
ligious, the other was political, as described in 
History of the Popes, by Leopold Von Ranke, 1901, 
Vol. I, p. 57: 

“The second movement was of a political na- 
ture; the conflicting elements so long in action were 
still fermenting violently, and could not fail to pro- 
duce new combinations. These two movements, 
their effect on each other, and the contests to which 
they gave rise, imposed their influence on the his- 
tory of the popedom during a period of ages... It 
is certain that they had now acquired a sovereignty 
such as had never before been possessed by the 
Papal See.” 

Through intrigues and political maneuvers the 
Papacy has subjugated many governments, weak- 
ening the stability and moral] fiber of the nations 
that have fallen under her rule. Can America afford 
to be the victim of this influence? Can the Ameri- 
can people who love their country and live by the 
sacrifices of their forefathers allow this nation to 
be entangled with the Vatican and thus build em- 
pires for the Papacy at the expense of their own 
freedom? As the bastion of freedom in our day, 
America cannot be ruled by any master of tyranny. 

History repeats itself. Whenever any alli- 
ance between the Vatican and the secular powers 
has been established, the nations allied with the 
Pope have always been the losers, while the Papacy 
has fed upon the spoils of its conquests. 

In this connection Leopold Von Ranke reminds 
us that “Very little would Caesar Borgia have ac- 
complished, had it not been for his alliance with 
Louis XII; nor could Julius II have escaped de- 
struction, enlarged as were his views, and heroic 
his achievements, had he not been upheld by the 
Spaniards and Swiss . . . Too deeply do abuses 
strike their roots; with life itself they grow up 
and become entwined; so that it is at length diffi- 
cult to eradicate the one without endangering the 
other.” (History of the Popes, by Leopold Von 
Ranke, Vol. I, The Colonial Press, N. Y., London, 
pp. 57, 67.) 


A Lesson for America 


A century ago the Papacy lost its temporal 
power and its prerogatives. Having declined to a 
state of vassalage, during Napoleon’s reign, the 
Pope was prompt to make pacts and concordats 
with the secular rulers. But as soon as the power 
of his ally began to decrease, the Pope revoked 
those pacts and concordats. 

What guarantee would America have against 
this practice? What assurance that the Pope would 
keep his promises? 

It has been said of Lenin, the father of Com- 
munism, that “any means, in his view, justified 
the end he sought and he taught this lesson so 
brilliantly that today his disciples control a third 
of this world’s population.” Writing about Com- 
munism, the German Communist playwright Ber- 
told Brecht said, “He who fights for Communism 
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must be able to fight and to renounce fighting, to 
say the truth and not to say the truth, to be helpful 
and unhelpful, to keep a promise and to break a 
promise, to go into danger and to avoid danger, 
to be known and to be unknown. He who fights for 
Communism has of all virtues only one: that he 
fights for Communism.” (Los Angeles Times, April 
17, 1960.) 

A strong parallelism exists between the tactics 
used by Communism and other totalitarian sys- 
tems, and the Roman Catholic Church is no excep- 
tion. History witnesses to the fact that, to them, 
“any means justifies the end.” 


The Roman Catholic Church knows this field 
only too well and is, at this time, using every effort 
to maneuver all its machinery into positions which 
will assure its own aggrandizement. 


Protestant America should learn a lesson from 
the last century. The three non-Catholic emperors 
who helped the Papacy to return to power were 
rewarded with persecution and hostility from the 
very hand that had received their protection and 
sustenance. 

Pope Pius VII repaid his benefactors by re- 
storing the Jesuit Order, for the purpose of com- 
bating Protestantism. The English politicians of 
that day considered it an act of bigotry to exclude 
from the ranks of government those who held a 
relationship with the Pope. They presented the 
argument used by Mr. Pitt, “that the grounds on 
which the law on exclusion, now remaining, were 
founded, have long been narrowed—that those 
principles, formerly held by the Catholics, which 
made them be considered as politically dangerous, 
have been for a course of time gradually declin- 
ing—that the political circumstances under which 
the exclusive laws originated, arising from the con- 
flicting power of hostile and nearly balanced sects, 
... and a division in Europe between Catholic and 
Protestant powers, are no longer applicable to the 
present state of things.” 


But this argument in vogue again today 
among contemporary politicians, was refuted by 
Lord Liverpool, who warned that if other measures 
were not taken to prevent the infiltration and 
growth of Roman Catholic power, “England would 
no longer be a Protestant State.” In his speech of 
May 17, 1825, Lord Liverpool said: 

“Where was the danger of having a popish 
King or a popish Chancellor, if all the other ex- 
ecutive officers might acknowledge the Pope?... 
It was said that a Catholic might be prime minis- 
ter, and would have the whole patronage of the 
Church and State at his disposal . . . If the bill 
were to pass, Great Britain would no longer be a 
Protestant State.” (History of the Popes, by Leo- 
pold Von Ranke, Vol. III, pp. 168, 169.) 

If American voters are to preserve the Con- 
stitution of the United States and continue to en- 
joy the freedom it guarantees, if they are to re- 
main in an atmosphere of democracy, if they are, 
in a word, to keep America free, they must pon- 
der long and earnestly before they cast their bal- 
lots in the November election. 


CHRISTIAN HERITAGE 


Hour of Decision 





“For unto whomsoever much is given, 
of him shall be much required.” 
(Luke 12:48) 


‘Tie APOSTLE PAUL, in his last letter 
to Timothy, predicted that “in the last days peril- 
ous times shall come” like terrifying storms upon 
the world. Moral laxity, lowering of standards, 
distortion of truth, abandonment of principles, 
indifference to sound doctrine and compromise— 
these are some of the plagues that menace the 
safety of our world. 

In his letter to the Ephesians Paul exhorts 
us, “See then that ye walk circumspectly, not as 
fools, but as wise, redeeming the time, because 
the days are evil.” 

Today the disciples of Christ are confronting 
these perilous times and are disturbed by an 
alarming defection in their own ranks. Stumbling 
through a misty conglomeration of opposing 
thoughts, standards and ideals Protestant soldiers 
are surrendering one by one, not to bullets or 
violence but to subtle words and insinuations of 
the age-old Charmer. One by one those who were 
with us are passing into the enemy camps. Our 
Christian army and many of its leaders are suc- 
cumbing to the complacent comforts of a neutral 
position, making capitulation inevitable. 

A division is thus created within the Church 
of Christ, with the result that a great abyss now 
separates the two opposing flanks, one contending 
against the other. There are those who stead- 
fastly combat the forces of darkness, and those 
who remain indifferent before the oncoming crisis; 
those who will not make pacts with the disciples 
of error, and those who stand ready to ally them- 
selves with evil powers; those who speak the truth 
even at the cost of their own lives, and those who 
yield at the hint of intimidation; those who are 
not concerned with their temporal possessions, and 
those who are ready to sell their birthright for a 
portion of pottage. 


Liberating Strife 


The underlying cause for all these tragic 
losses is the failure of many Christians to realize 
what discipleship entails. They have ceased to 
hear the Master’s call, “If any man will come after 
me, let him deny himself, and take up his cross, 
and follow me.” (Matt. 16:24) 

Paul says, “We wrestle not against flesh and 
blood, but against principalities, against powers, 
against the rulers of the darkness of this world, 
against spiritual wickedness in high places.” 
(Eph. 6:12) 

Amy Carmichael, who devoted fifty years to 
serving Christ in India, beautifully describes the 
life of combat in her diary: “We had glorious 
raids on the kingdom of darkness.” She approached 
her work knowing it was a battle. 
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We watch the prince of darkness halting the 
advance of Christianity not by a frontal attack 
but by instilling indifference and doctrinal coldness 
within the ranks, resulting at last in apostasy, 
disintegration and ruination, spiritually, morally, 
and socially. 

The victorious life in Christ is invariably 
preceded by faithfulness in battle. Jesus said, 
“And from the days of John the Baptist until now 
the kingdom of heaven suffereth violence, and the 
violent take it by force.” (Matt. 11:12) 

Martin Luther and John Calvin could not have 
waged a successful battle had they not put soul, 
body and mind into the conflict. The cornerstone 
of the Reformation was laid by virile men with 
resolute minds and convicted hearts. Their work 
was so influential, so effective that even members 
of the opposing flanks had to confess, in fairmind- 
edness, the error of their own leaders and com- 
mend the wisdom of their valiant rivals. 

Cardinal Contarini conceded, “The law of 
Christ is a law of freedom, and forbids a servitude 
so abject that the Lutherans were entirely justified 
in comparing it with the Babylonish captivity.” 
(Cardinalis ad Paulum III. P.M. de potestate Pon- 
tificis in compositionibus, printed by Roccaberti, 
Bibliotheca Maxima, tom. XIII.) 


God Shed His Grace on Thee 


Because America has received greater gifts 
and endowments than any other nation in the 
world, she has made magnificent conquests for 
human rights and liberties. Those victories were 
the result of a spiritual understanding of man’s 
responsibility to God. Our forefathers came to 
these shores carrying with them one Book. With- 
out this Sacred Book there could have been no 
great accomplishments. 

This was once a nation of consecrated men 
and women who formed a Constitution that led 
her people into a realm of freedom and democracy 
in which America is the champion among nations. 
The founding fathers established a “thoroughfare 
for freedom” whereby every individual is entitled 
to worship God according to the dictates of his 
own conscience. One cannot conceive of America 
apart from such ideology. 

Freedom of worship, by which man is at 
liberty to embrace any religion and serve God ac- 
cording to the dictates of his own free will; separa- 
tion of church and state, by which no church or 
hierarchy can claim special privileges or a position 
of favoritism, and by which the state is forbidden 
to interfere with, control or exploit the affairs of 
the church; free education, by which the doors of 
the public schools are opened to every child regard- 
less of color, race or religious affiliation; demo- 
cratic government that will discourage any man 
or group of men from taking upon themselves the 
powers to dictate the affairs of the nation with- 
out the consent of the people; a democratic author- 
ity that is administered by the will of the citizen 
—these principles formed a Constitution never 
surpassed in the annals of the nations. 





Such elements of justice for every citizen and _ her inherited gifts of the spirit. Bearing the torch 
respect for the rights of others have implanted a of freedom, burning day and night, she will remain 
concept of human dignity that permits men to _ the lighthouse for the world if the message of the 
walk upright, without fear and without favor. Holy Book is the directive and compass of her 
These benefits have sprung from the principles of _ citizens. J 
Christian Protestantism inherited from our fore- Almost a century ago the great French writer 
fathers. Alexis Tocqueville gave eloquent testimony to this 
fact: 

“TI sought for the greatness and genius of 
America in her commodious harbors and her ample 

The age of compromise now endangers the rivers, and it was not there; in her fertile fields 
continuation of these rights and privileges. Ameri- and boundless prairies, and it was not there; in 
ca is to decide, at this crucial moment, whether to her rich mines and her vast world commerce, and 
uphold her inheritance or to forfeit her mode of it was not there. Not until I went to the churches 
life and try a new way. The Constitutional system of America and heard her pulpits aflame with 
has been a guarantee of liberty to the nation and righteousness did I understand the secret of her 
her people. The untried way, preached by dema- genius and power. America is great because she is 
gogues, offers a doubtful and uncertain future. good, and if America ever ceases to be good, Amer- 
The old system is like a house built upon the rock, ica will cease to be great.” 
but the new is like a house founded upon the sand. These are challenging words. 
Anyone with sufficient honesty to face facts must A challenge creates crisis in history, because 
readily admit that there is no real choice involved _it proclaims an opportunity; it warns of peril; it 
between truth and half-truth, light and twilight, confesses an obligation; it calls to responsibility ; 
a proposition and a guarantee. it forces to action. 


Throughout the years and through the pages America faces today her hour of decision. 
of this magazine we have expressed our deep con- 


God Mend Thine Every Flaw 


fidence in America’s great future. But that great- “Once to every man and nation 

ness will remain only so long as the sons of the Comes the moment to decide, 

Pilgrim fathers stand loyal to their heritage. In the strife of Truth with F alsehood, 
Our admonition to our readers is to uphold For the good or evil side. 


their sacred principles, to abide by them, to defend 
them if necessary at the cost of their lives, and to 
make America prosper in all spiritual greatness, 
a giant among the nations of the world, not be- 
cause of her economic conquests but because of 


—Lowell 
May God move this nation to decide for the 
good side and inspire it with the “patriot dream 
that sees beyond the years.” 
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OUR NEXT 


irst olady 


O UR FIRST Roman Catholic 
President will select—not his 
wife, nor his sister, nor his daugh- 
ter—none except his “saintly 
mother” to be our next First 
Lady. 

It may seem rash to some, be- 
fore any candidates are even 
nominated, to predict so positive- 
ly who will be our next First 
Lady in the White House. Who 
can say whether the president- 
elect will be single, married, or 
even widowed by the date of his 
inauguration? 

We may be certain, however, 
that—in this election or another 
—our first Catholic President will 
choose for First Lady only that 
person of whom he can say (in 
the words of his Protestant pred- 
ecessor), “All that I am, or ever 
hope to be, I owe to my angel 
mother.” 

We do not refer, of course, to 
his maternal parent who may 
long since have died, but rather 
to his “foster mother” the Roman 
Catholic Church. She who has 
directed his homelife, education, 
marriage, .. . his entire career 
from the cradle . . . will not be 
retired from this superior role 
at the pinnacle of his public life. 

Naturally, some look forward 
to this unprecedented event with 
apprehension rather than joy. 
They fear that the influence of 
this “foster mother” may extend 
far beyond the mere domestic 
and social realm of the President 
into the political life of every 
citizen as well. They foresee 
drastic constitutional changes in 
our form of government. 

Now, any loyal Roman Catholic 


JUNE, 1960 


will tell you this is a great mis- 
take. A President of the United 
States has no authority to change 
the U.S. Constitution in the 
slightest particular even if he so 
desired. In fact he cannot become 
President without taking the oath 
of office which obliges him, to the 
best of his ability, to “preserve, 
protect, and defend the Consti- 
tution of the United States.” 
(Article IT) 

Furthermore, in the words 
of Archbishop—now Cardinal— 
Cushing, the Roman Catholic 
Church has little, if any, quarrel 
with the Constitution. Its thirty- 
odd million members “live their 
lives completely confident of the 
perfect harmony between their 
duties as Catholics and their 
duties as Americans.” And again, 
“They accept the Constitution 
without reserve, with no desire, 
as Catholics, to see it changed in 
any ieature. They can, with a 
clear conscience, swear to uphold 
it.” 

It cannot be denied, of course, 
that a new administration brings 
certain changes in previous poli- 
cies of government. This is the 
advantage of the American sys- 
tem. Under a Roman Catholic, 
however, such innovations would 
be far less unpredictable than 
under a non-Catholic; for they 
would be dictated, not by the 
rash commitments of a party- 
slave, but by the unchanging 
principles of government en- 
joined upon heads of state by 
the Roman Catholic Church since 
the beginning of her political 
history. 

Without even knowing the 


by S. RUDY SLATER 


At times she wears a smile, 
but she is determined, 
demanding, and despotic. 
With her in the 

White House, America the 
Beautiful will soon become 


America the Dutiful. 


identity of the Catholic candi- 
dates we may know precisely 
what the future policies will be. 
We need only compare the Presi- 
dent’s constitutional duties with 
Catholic principles as exercised 
in other nations. “What the 
Church has done in the past for 
others, she will do for the United 
States.” 


Back-Door Diplomacy 


For example, it is the duty of 
the President (with consent of 
the Senate) to nominate and ap- 
point ambassadors. (U.S. Con- 
stitution, Article Il) A Catholic 
President could only consider his 
own election as a mandate from 
the people to establish diplomatic 
relations with the Vatican. 

No longer would our nation be 
excluded from the vast reservoir 
of politico-military intelligence 
for which the Holy See is justly 
noted. How different our past 
history might: have been had the 
United States been a part of the 
vast network of priests, bishops, 
and cardinals gleaning enemy 
secrets at the elbows of nearly 
every foreign head of state. 

No longer would the Vatican 
representatives be compelled to 
slip in by the back door, as it 
were, for presidential interviews, 
or present the claims of their 
government through clandestine 
intermediaries. Furthermore, rec- 
ognition of the Vatican State by 
the United States would permit 
the Apostolic Delegate in Wash- 
ington to assume the role of Dean 
of the Diplomatic Corps as re- 
quired by papal protocol for its 
nuncios. 
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Sword of the Church 


The President of the United 
States is commander-in-chief of 
the army and navy of the United 
States. (U.S. Constitution, Arti- 
cle II) Could our Catholic Presi- 
dent sit idly by while our Vatican 
ally or sister Catholic States were 
attacked or oppressed in other 
parts of the world? He would be 
a traitor to his faith if he did not 
bend every means within his 
power to their succor and defense 
even to the point of war. 

Nor would he be less concerned 
to supply our own armed forces 
with adequate spiritual, as well 
as physical, weapons. Do the vari- 
ous branches lack the protection 
of patron saints? Do servicemen 
lack the influence of novenas and 
processions? They shall have it! 
No longer would our Catholic 
chaplains be plagued by embar- 
rassing interference from Prot- 
estants if their Commander-in- 
Chief himself gave the order. 


The Cardinal Question 


A President has the responsi- 
bility (with consent of the Sen- 
ate) of appointing judges of the 
Supreme Court, and other officers 
of the United States. (U.S. Con- 
stitution, Article II) A Roman 
Catholic president would be no 
less conscientious in appointing 
qualified individuals to such posi- 
tions than his Protestant prede- 
cessors have been. 

But when is a man most quali- 
fied to exercise these functions 
of government? Doubtless when 
he possesses the experience and 
ability to execute the basic poli- 
cies formulated by his chief 
executive. 

Now, a Catholic President 
would be derelict in his duty if 
he failed to pursue those policies 
which his campaign promised or 
implied. For this reason he might 
be obliged to appoint men of his 
own religious, as well as political, 
faith. Certainly he will not iso- 
late himself in a Protestant des- 
ert in order to please an outvoted 
minority. And if our nation elects 
a Catholic to the highest office in 
the land, what valid objection can 
there be if he selects a Roman 
Catholic for every lesser post of 
government ? 

But suppose our Catholic Presi- 
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dent fails to find a qualified man 
in the secular field? Shall he be 
limited to the laity in his selec- 
tions any more than his Protes- 
tant predecessors were? Where 
could he find, for example, a bet- 
ter qualified appointee for a com- 
plex Cabinet post than a priest, 
bishop, or cardinal experienced in 
the vast and varied administra- 
tive duties of diocesan newspa- 
pers, schools, hospitals, charities, 
and commercial enterprises—one 
who already may be his personal 
adviser? 

Or a Supreme Court vacancy 
occurs. What would be more ap- 
propriate than to select a man 
who has been seated as judge in 


TE 
All American 


We have room in this country for 
but one flag . . . the stars and stripes. 
We have room for but one loyalty 
. . » loyalty to the United States. ... 
There can be no 50-50 Americanism. 

. . There is room here for only 
100% Americanism .. . only for 
those who are Americans and nothing 
else. —Theodore Roosevelt 


the place of God—in the confes- 
sional—to act in a similar capac- 
ity on a Supreme Court bench, 
interpreting the law in the spirit 
of the Roman Catholic Church 
as the “final judge of both the 
spiritual and the civil law?” 

If the Pope himself (as well as 
Catholic heads of foreign states) 
finds such men most adept at the 
intricacies of civil government 
in his empire of 400 millions, 
why should the President of these 
lesser United States hesitate to 
employ their services? I, for one, 
would expect to see many men 
of the cloth so appointed. 


Under New Management 


The President of the United 
States (with consent of the Sen- 
ate) has power to make treaties. 
(U.S. Constitution, Article II) 
Furthermore, such treaties shall 
be the supreme law of the land, 
and judges in every State shall 
be bound thereby, anything in 
the Constitution to the contrary 
notwithstanding. (Article VI) It 
is logical to assume that, follow- 








ing diplomatic recognition, our 
Catholic president would con- 
clude a concordat or treaty with 
the Vatican State as promptly as 
possible. 


While a Vatican-American 
treaty would cover various mat- 
ters of mutual concern between 
the two nations, it would contain 
at least such provisions as are to 
be found in prior concordats with 
other nations. Specifically, Vati- 
can policy would require the rec- 
ognition of Roman _ Catholic 
Canon Law by U.S. Courts in 
legal proceedings involving Ro- 
man Catholic citizens, and recog- 
nition of Catholic Action (the 
National Catholic Welfare Con- 
ference) by the United States 
Congress in legislation affecting 
the Catholic population. 


These two provisions alone are 
sufficiently comprehensive to re- 
model every phase of American 
life: marriage, divorce, birth con- 
trol, public schools, tax exemp- 
tion, medical care, censorship— 
any social or political area in 
which the laws of the State are 
in conflict with the laws of the 
Church. No longer would her re- 
bellious children be permitted to 
evade her rules through refuge 
under the “inferior” laws of the 
State. No longer would the Ro- 
man Catholic Church be depend- 
ent upon the transient coopera- 
tion of local public officials to 
enforce her regulations. 


Though these two provisions 
would be aimed specifically at re- 
storing the political jurisdiction 
of the Roman Catholic Church 
over her citizens, unfortunately 
they might affect the lives of 
non-Catholics as well, since dual 
legislation would be impossible 
or impractical in many spheres. 


Thus, the teaching of the Ro- 
man Catholic religion in the 
public schools might be “‘compul- 
sory even for children of Protes- 
tant parents,” as it is in other 
Catholic countries where the 
State respects the “supernatural 
rights of the Church” in educa- 
tion. This, of course, includes not 
merely tax support for Catholic 
education, but also “the direction 
and maternal supervision of the 
Church” over all education— 
teachers, syllabus, and textbooks 
—‘not only the elementary, but 
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the intermediate and higher in- 
stitutions of learning as well.” 
(Pius XI, Christian Education of 
Youth) 

Again, no one should presume 
to bring an indictment against a 
Roman Catholic cleric in criminal 
court for an alleged violation of 
the law. Catholic Canon Law re- 
quires that such cases be tried in 
an ecclesiastical court. 

In suits involving mixed mar- 
riages, the courts must enforce 
the pre-nuptial agreements to 
raise the children as Catholics. 
They must not permit Roman 
Catholic orphans to be placed in 
non-Catholic homes for adoption. 
They must not sustain annulment 
or divorce suits involving bap- 
tized Catholics contrary to Canon 
Law. They must not uphold legis- 
lation affecting Roman Catholics 
which has been enacted in viola- 
tion of Canon Law. 


Unlimited Censorship 


In these and other instances, 
where Roman Catholic Canon 
Law concerns itself in civil mat- 
ters, the individual non-Catholic 
might frequently be involved. Un- 
fortunately, Canon Law might 
also “inadvertently” affect the 
non-Catholic population in major 
areas of our secular culture 
where Catholic and non-Catholic 
alike participate—preventive leg- 
islation, for example, in the pub- 
lishing and entertainment world. 

Now, of course, any right- 
thinking person deplores the dis- 
semination of the lewd literature 
and salacious pictures which fill 
our newsstands, bookstores, radio 
channels, and movie or television 
screens; and a Vatican-American 
Concordat would certainly im- 
plement the controls already es- 
tablished to curtail these corrup- 
tive influences. It might even be 
expedient to elevate the Catholic 
Legion of Decency to official 
government status with discre- 
tionary powers over all of the 
various media of communication. 

In a truly Roman Catholic 
administration, however, federal 
censorship could not limit itself 
merely to moral issues, but would 
be extended to scientific and even 
religious areas as in the celebrat- 
ed Galileo case of the seventeenth 
century, since Canon Law pro- 
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hibits, not only newspapers, peri- 
odicals, or books “which profess- 
edly treat of, narrate, or teach 
lewdness or obscenity,” but also 
those “which propound or defend 
heresy or schism” including “all 
editions of the Bible... which do 
not show the approbation of the 
Bishop.” 

“The Church... can never... 
admit that any man is consci- 
entiously free to reject the truth 
when its claims are convincingly 
brought home to mind.” (Car- 
dinal Gibbons, Faith Of Our 
Fathers, p. 265) For this reason 
it would eventually be necessary 
to curtail the activities of non- 


Act of Consecration 


“QO Mary, Virgin and most power- 
ful Mother of Mercy, Queen of 
Heaven and Refuge of sinners, we 
consecrate ourselves today to thine 
Immaculate Heart. We consecrate to 
thee our very being and our whole 
life, all that we have, all that we love, 
all that we are. To thee we give our 
bodies, our hearts and souls, to thee 
we give our homes, our families and 
our country.” 


Catholic sects to insure that “no 
public ceremonies or manifesta- 
tions will be permitted in any 
religion other than the Catholic 
religion,” and that there will be 
“no Protestant worship without 
special permission of the govern- 
ment.” 

It may surprise some to learn 
that the Roman Catholic Church 
regards heresy in the same light 
as obscenity. Actually, she con- 
siders heresy “the worst of 
crimes,” and obscenity as a lesser 
evil. 

“Other sins may be tolerated 
for a time, ... and their evils 
abated by lesser remedies, ... 
not so heresy which will soon 
pervert a nation. The greatness 
of the evil calls for prompt and 
unsparing measures.” (Cardinal 
Allen’s Letters, Introduction.) 

Nor is there any doubt what the 
“prompt and unsparing meas- 
ures” must be. “History surely 
testifies that the Roman Inquisi- 
tion, if not in express words, at 


least in equivalent terms, has 
sentenced heretics to capital pun- 
ishment, to be inflicted without 
fail by the secular arm, with 
manifold censure lest it fail of 
its duty; who, then, would dare 
to say that the church has erred 
in so serious a matter?” (Fr. A. 
M. Lepicier, OSM, De Stabilitate 
et Progressu Dogmatis, p. 203) 

“If counterfeiters of money or 
other criminals are justly deliv- 
ered over to death forthwith by 
the secular authorities, much 
more can heretics, after they are 
convicted of heresy, be not only 
forthwith excommunicated, but 
as surely put to death.” (St. 
Thomas Aquinas, Summa Theo- 
logica, 2 of II, q. 2, Art. 3) 

We should not, of course, ex- 
pect to find confinement for her- 
esy, but instead “insanity”; in- 
dictments, not for Protestant, but 
for “Communist” activity; and 
punishment for “‘treason,” rather 
than religion. Even this would 
be unnecessary except in extreme 
cases where ostracism, boycotts, 
licensing, and rationing proved 
ineffective in controlling or iso- 
lating the non-Catholic public. 

When Pope Leo XIII categoric- 
ally stated in “Libertas” that “It 
is not lawful to demand, to de- 
fend, or to grant unconditional 
freedom of thought, of speech, of 
writing, or religion, as if these 
were sO many rights given by 
nature to man,” then it is quite 
impossible for the First Amend- 
ment to mean that “Congress 
shall make no law respecting the 
establishment of religion, or pro- 
hibiting the free exercise there- 
of; or abridging the freedom of 
speech, or of the press; or the 
right of the people to peaceably 
assemble.” 


Amending the Amendments 


Immediately some will ask, 
does not this conflict with the Bill 
of Rights and the Declaration of 
Independence? 

In the first place, we are re- 
minded that the Amendments 
form no part of the origina] Con- 
stitution, but were afterthoughts, 
as it were, extending over nearly 
two centuries of time. They must 
not, therefore, be compared in 
any way with the original expres- 
sion of the founding fathers. 
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Secondly, they contain enact- 
ments of greater or lesser merit 
as is shown by the bitter contro- 
versies, non-ratification, and even 
repeal of several including those 
of 1810, 1861, 1920, and 1921. 
Will the Roman Catholic Church 
unreservedly accept what others 
reject? Certainly not! In her eyes 
the remaining amendments are 
equally subject to repeal, enlarge- 
ment, or re-interpretation. 

It might not be possible, of 
course, to effect all of these pro- 
visions in our first Roman Cath- 
olic administration. Neither 
would it be necessary, however, 
to postpone them until the por- 
tended Catholic majority in 
America. With as little as twenty 
percent active Catholic citizen- 
ship, the Catholic Church main- 
tains political supremacy in many 
countries of the world. 

All that is required is that all 
Catholics—not only Catholic pub- 
lic officials, but also actors, teach- 
ers, writers, workers—without 
exception, continue to apply the 
prescriptions enjoined upon them 
by Pope Leo XIII in his encycli- 
cal of 1885: 

“All Catholics should do all in 
their power to cause the constitu- 
tions of states, and legislation, to 
be modeled in the principles of 
the true Church.” Furthermore, 
“They must penetrate wherever 
possible in the administration of 
civil affairs, must constantly ex- 
ert their utmost vigilance and 
energy to prevent the usages of 
liberty from going beyond the 
limits fixed by God’s law,”’—~.e., 
Canon Law,—for (as he asserts 
elsewhere) “We hold upon this 
earth the place of Almighty God.” 


America, The Dutiful 


In the face of this “divine” 
command, how could our Roman 
Catholic President conscientious- 
ly neglect to exercise his powers 
to that end, particularly when the 
blueprint for complete control of 
American life already lies in 
government files merely awaiting 
a national emergency? And when 
is a national emergency not im- 
pending in these days of crisis, 
or what greater emergency need 
there be than the unrestrained 
activities of un-American (non- 
Catholic) organizations? 

As for the Declaration of In- 
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dependence, while it contains 
many interesting theories of gov- 
ernment, it must be remembered 
that they are merely propositions 
and possess no legal significance. 
Indeed, several are in direct con- 
flict with the Roman Catholic 
Church. They cannot, therefore, 
find any place in our American 
Catholic Commonwealth. 


For example, we find the alle- 
gation that “Governments are in- 
stituted among men, deriving 
their just powers from the con- 
sent of the governed.” Now Pope 
Leo XIII expressly stated that 
the theory of the sovereignty of 
the people (held to reside in the 
multitude) lacks all reasonable 
proof. (Immortale Dei) 

“While the state has some 
rights, she has them only in vir- 
tue and by permission of the 
superior authority, and that au- 
thority can only be expressed 
through the church, that is, 
through the organic law infallibly 
announced and unchangeably as- 
serted, regardless of temporal 
consequences.” (Catholic World, 
Vol. XI, p. 439) 

Again, we find the proposition 
that “All men are created equal.” 
Now all this is nothing more than 
the Protestant “heresy of the 
equality of man.” (America, Oct. 
31, 1931) 

“Just as a perfect condition of 
the body results from the con- 
junction and composition of its 
various members, . . . so, in the 
commonwealth, there is an al- 
most infinite dissimilarity of 
men, as parts of the whole. If 
they are to be all equal, and each 
to follow his own will, the state 
will appear most deformed .. .” 
(Leo XIII, Humanus Genus) 

“The PEOPLE MUST HAVE A 
MASTER... The religion which is 
to answer our purpose must be 
above the people, and able to 
COMMAND them ... In this sense 
we wish this country to come un- 
der the Pope of Rome.” (Dr. O. 
A. Brownson, Essays and Re- 
views, p. 380) 

If this seems like totalitarian- 
ism—dictatorship—then so be it! 
What could be wrong with dicta- 
torship when exercised by an 
indulgent Catholic Mother, who 
guided Europe in the Middle 
Ages, and later South America, 
to their “advanced and peaceful’ 


cultures? While “dictatorship as 
it operates in Russia, and as it 
operated in Germany under Hit- 
ler, and in Italy under Mussolini, 
is morally wrong,” yet in the 
eyes of the Roman Catholic 
Church, “the dictatorship in 
Spain, on the other hand, is mor- 
ally good.” (Brooklyn Tablet, 
May 28, 1949) 

Now, in all this it is obvious 
that our Catholic President is 
only exercising his constitutional 
authority. Without violating his 
oath of office, he may at the same 
time fulfill his purely “religious” 
obligations to his Mother Church. 
How, then, can anyone legiti- 
mately claim that the Roman 
Catholic Church opposes the Con- 
stitution of the United States? 

No! The Roman Church could 
express her political aims quite 
well through the American sys- 
tem of government. It requires 
much more than the good inten- 
tions of the founding fathers— 
it requires comparable deeds of 
their living sons—to prevent sub- 
version by Old World ideologies. 

The Catholic Church calls for 
a “return to an integral social 
order, the principles of which are 
still preserved in our languid 
memories of the great medieval 
experiment.” (America, April 13, 
1940) But those same medieval 
principles of “force, corporal 
punishment, and torture” against 
independent thought and action 
are also preserved in Protestant 
memories. It was such memories 
that inspired the American ex- 
periment. 

We do not question the possibly 
good intentions of Roman Cath- 
olic candidates for public office, 
or their futile hopes to become 
loyal American officials in spite 
of repeated experiences to the 
contrary. But if he is any sort of 
Catholic at all, we realize where 
his final loyalty must be—a serv- 
ant of the priest rather than the 
people. 

We deplore the injection of a 
religious issue into a_ political 
campaign. More, we deplore the 
cause—the projection of political 
ambitions in a religion. But we 
most of all deplore the popular 
notion that real religious free- 
dom requires Americans to hire 
a man to suppress those freedoms 
if that is his religion. 
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A Converted Catholic SPEAKS 





“When My Spirit Failed” 


‘ie ENCHANTING city of 
Guayaquil, nestling on the shores 
of the mighty Guayas river in 
Ecuador, South America, is often 
referred to as the “Pearl of the 
Pacific.” It was in this picturesque 
city that I spent the early years 
of my life. I was born on March 
6, 1930, into a happy and deeply 
religious family. In conformity 
with honored custom, it was but 
normal for my parents to have 
me baptized and carefully reared 
in the Roman Catholic faith. 

My good parents considered it 
their sacred duty to entrust my 
education to the best teachers in 
town who in turn endeavored 
conscientiously to imbue me with 
a profound respect and love for 
the Roman Catholic Church. 

Recalling those sweet days of 
happy memory, there comes to 
my mind the recollection of inno- 
cent childhood games when I 
donned the religious habit of a 
nun in order to impress my little 
brothers by imitating Sister Ro- 
saria, who was my teacher in 
elementary school. I remember 
how my father treasured the mo- 
ment when I was able to recite 
the Our Father and Ave Maria 
in Latin. In fatherly pride, he 
used to make me say these 
prayers in Latin before neighbors 
and visiting friends. 

At the age of twelve, I received 
my first holy Communion. At this 
stage of my life, I already felt a 
strong desire to search after the 
things of God. It was for this 
reason that in all things I sought 
and willingly subjected myself to 
the spiritual guidance of a well- 
known priest, Father Paulinus of 
the Discalced Carmelite order. I 
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believed that I felt what is com- 
monly known in the Roman Cath- 
olic Church as a vocation to the 
religious life. It therefore seemed 
a kindly disposition of Divine 
Providence that my secondary 
education was to be pursued un- 
der the wise direction of the 
Spanish Sisters of Mercy. 


Seeking the Higher Things 


I could see no other way to 
peace and happiness but to serve 
God in the prayerful quiet and 
seclusion of a convent. This was 
entirely in keeping with the 


proud tradition of my family to 
serve God by dying to the world. 

In February of the year 1947, 
I disclosed my secret to my be- 
loved father. He rejoiced in my 
decision to enter a convent and 





assisted me with prudent counsel. 

It was six months later that I 
entered the convent of the Sisters 
of Charity as a postulant of their 
order. The city of Ibarra, in the 
province of Imbabura, became 
thus the silent witness of the first 
difficult struggles I encountered 
in my preparation for convent 
ife. I was inexperienced and un- 
familiar with the rules and prac- 
tices of a religious community of 
nuns. As a young girl, ardently 
dedicated to books and study, I 
had always been treated with 
considerate respect and love by 
my family at home. Now I had to 
rise at four o’clock in the morning 
to start a day of hard, strenuous 
labor. 

In physical work as in mental 
trials I was expected to display 
stability of character and firm- 
ness of resolution in order to 
prove my love for the Lord and 
my fitness for religious life. With- 
out hesitation and in a spirit of 
willing submission I accepted all 
trials and humiliations to make 
myself worthy of being admitted 
to the novitiate, which is consid- 
ered the first step on the road of 
religious life. Nothing could dis- 
turb my peace of mind during 
this time of probation. 

Sister Savoya, a French nun, 
had graciously promised that I 
would be permitted to make my 
novitiate in Quito, the capital 
city of my native country Ecua- 
dor. My soul rejoiced when, wear- 
ing the garb of a sisterhood, I 
was made a future Bride of 
Christ to become His own forever 
after an additional year of proba- 
tion in the novitiate. The parting 
words of my dear father were 
forever present in my mind: 
“Suffer rather death than betray 
your vocation.” To dedicate my 
life and love to Christ had indeed 
become the one great ambition of 
my life. 


A “Bride of Christ”’ 


The time of probation in the 
novitiate came to an end. Twelve 
young novices, myself among 
them, were now ready to become 
actual members of the order of 
the Sisters of Charity by pro- 
nouncing our first vows of pover- 
ty, chastity and obedience. I took 
justifiable pride in the thought 
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that I had been able to prove to 
my family and friends that my 
desire to belong to God had been 
tested and found genuine during 
the strict year of probation in 
the novitiate. Words cannot de- 
scribe the happiness that filled my 
heart. The white, starched cor- 
onet of the Sisters of Charity 
which enclosed my head, and the 
blue habit of their order were 
from now on to be the distinctive 
mark of my dedication to Christ 
and to His Church. Beginning on 
November 4, 1948 I would wear 
these garments till the day of my 
death. 

The joy of this great and un- 
forgettable hour, however, was 
marred by my family’s inability 
to be present. I spent the solemn 
day of my profession as a Sister 
of Charity alone and apart from 
my loved ones. My dear father, to 
whom I had always been attached 
with deep affection, was on this 
day of my profession mortally ill 
at home. I humbly submitted to 
this sorrow, too, for my sole de- 
sire on that beautiful day was to 
conform myself to God’s holy will. 


On My Way to Calvary 


Now I was no longer Carlotta, 
but Sister Vicenta. Still young 
and inexperienced, I bravely un- 
dertook the arduous task of mak- 
ing myself insignificant in order 
to acquire perfect humility, which 
is considered the basic virtue 
among Sisters of Charity. The 
vision of the exalted concept of 
convent life which had led me 
into a religious community sus- 
tained me in many an ensuing 
difficulty and disappointment. 

But this peaceful and serene 
period of my life was to come to 
a sudden end. Human caprice and 
inconsistency brought about a 
change. 

It was not easy for me to de- 
part from the community where 
I had been introduced to religious 
life. But in obedience I had to 
submit when I received my trans- 
fer to our convent in Cuenca, 
where I arrived on January 6, 
1951. 

I found life very different in 
the community of nuns at Cuen- 
ca. The superioress, under the 
cloak of piety and religious fer- 
vor, seemed to derive great satis- 
faction from humiliating and 





tormenting me wherever an op- 
portunity presented itself. Many 
times I was on the verge of re- 
vealing to her how cruelly she 
was torturing me, but I chose the 
way of humility for my Lord’s 
sake, begging again and again 
His pardon for my wounded 
pride. I was determined to con- 
quer all bitterness in my heart. 


Under the pressure of constant 
humiliation and inward struggle, 
life became more complicated for 
me with each new day. I seemed 
to lose more and more of my 
initial zest. Slowly but steadily 
all my desire to identify myself 
with my Saviour began to die. 
My love for heavenly things had 
burned dangerously low. It was 
like a cruel awakening from a 
blessed dream. What was I to do? 
Return to the world, or live a 
great lie before God and myself? 


I did not have to worry about 
hurting the pride and feelings of 
my father. He had died. How- 
ever, the vengeance of my other 
relatives, if I should leave the 
convent, was sure to come. But 
there was no longer a Sister Vi- 
centa. The lamp of my love for 
the religious life had been extin- 
guished by the turbulent storms 
in my soul. 


I felt very strongly that in my 
sad spiritual condition I had no 
longer any right to wear the 
habit of a Sister of Charity. I had 
glanced behind the scenes. Hav- 
ing discovered so much cruelty, 
injustice and hypocrisy parading 
under the name of religion I felt 
it my duty to act on my convic- 








tions. Convent life, which I had 
once visualized as a haven of 
peace, had proven to be a battle- 
ground where petty jealousies, 
favoritism, cruelty, and hatred 
ran amok. 


Lost in Darkness 


On May 24, 1957, I mustered 
all my courage to divest myself 
once and for all of the religious 
habit which I had received with 
such enthusiastic joy. I shed bit- 
ter tears when I discarded the 
beloved religious garb. Death, it 
seemed to me, would have been 
easier to endure than to face this 
harrowing ordeal. I was ignorant 
of the life that awaited me out- 
side the convent walls. I had no 
one in God’s wide world to whom 
I could turn for advice and under- 
standing. 

When I left the convent I set- 
tled in a small mountain village, 
San Miguel de los Celerados, in 
the province of Pichincha, Ecua- 
dor. Here I devoted all my love to 
the little children of the village. 
In the loneliness of this isolated 
place, I was gradually trans- 
formed into a new being. It was 
here that I had my first real en- 
counter with my Lord, to whom 
I surrendered with all my heart. 

After termination of this ap- 
pointment on my native soil, I 
considered it prudent to change 
to Colombian territory. I accepted 
the invitation of a friend among 
the nuns toward whom I had 
always entertained genuine love 
and admiration. Graciously they 
opened their doors to me, offering 
me the choice of several positions 
as a teacher in their institutions. 


Transformed According 
to His Will 


Hundreds of pupils have passed 
through my classroom, most of 
them unaware of my having been 
a nun. Teaching and guiding my 
students brought me much satis- 
faction and contentment. Several 
times I read the Bible from cover 
to cover but did not allow myself 
to interpret its passages lest I 
disobey the precepts of the Ro- 
man Catholic Church. In retro- 
spect, just as John the Baptist 
prepared the way for the coming 
of Christ, so the different con- 
vents in which I served were 

(Continued on page 20) 
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How Firm a Foundation 


“T beseech you therefore, breth- 
ren, by the mercies of God, that 
ye present your bodies a living 
sacrifice, holy, acceptable unto 
God, which is your reasonable 
service.” (Rom. 12:1) 


— ANYONE be saved by 
wearing a habit, by displaying 
false pretensions, or by worship- 
ing images? We know the answer 
which sacred Scripture holds in 
readiness: “Stand therefore, hav- 
ing your loins girt about with 
truth, and having on the breast- 
plate of righteousness.” (Eph. 
6:14) “Thou shalt have no other 
gods before me. Thou shalt not 
make unto thee any graven im- 
age, or any likeness of any thing 
that is in heaven above, or that 
is in the earth beneath, or that is 
in the water under the earth.” 
(Ex. 20:3, 4) “Lest ye corrupt 
yourselves, and make you a grav- 
en image, the similitude of any 
figure, the likeness of male or 
female.” (Deut. 4:16) 


Inside the Cup 


One more question: When a 
man is full of hypocrisy, how can 
he be saved? Again the Lord’s 
admonition gives the answer: 
“But woe unto you, scribes and 
Pharisees, hypocrites! for ye shut 
up the kingdom of heaven against 
men: for ye neither go in your- 
selves, neither suffer ye them that 
are entering to go in... Woe 
unto you, scribes and Pharisees, 
hypocrites! for ye pay tithe of 
mint and anise and cummin, and 
have omitted the weightier mat- 
ters of the law, judgment, mercy, 
and faith: these ought ye to have 
done, and not to leave the other 
undone. Ye blind guides, which 
strain at a gnat, and swallow a 
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camel. Woe unto you, scribes and 
Pharisees, hypocrites! for ye 
make clean the outside of the cup 
and of the platter, but within 
they are full of extortion and 
excess.” (Matt. 23:13, 23-25) 

As a Franciscan nun of the or- 
der of St. Francis of Assisi in 
Caracas, Venezuela, not once did 
I experience a taste of that joy 
and peace that has gladdened my 
heart since the day I accepted the 
Lord Jesus Christ as my personal 
Saviour. 

I had entered the convent of 
nuns with the fervent desire to 
become a saint. Meticulously I 
tried to follow the ways and sug- 
gestions laid down in the “holy 
rule.” In order to achieve this 
end, I had first started out with 
the months of postulancy, a peri- 
od of preparation required by the 
Roman Church to reveal the 
traits of my personality and char- 
acter to the mistress of novices, 
whom I learned to love dearly 
and who loved me in return. 

Subsequently I was admitted 





into the novitiate of the order. 
After termination of two years 
of training and pious exercises, 
I was then allowed to pronounce 
my vows of poverty, chastity and 
obedience in what is commonly 
referred to as religious profes- 
sion. 


The Unexplainable Void 


All this had appeared to me a 
glorious and noble goal, which at 
that time seemed to embody the 
realization of my dreams and 
fondest aspirations. In reality, 
however, I felt that in my heart 
there had remained a great and 
unexplainable void. 

Now I know the explanation 
for what in those youthful days I 
was unable to comprehend. The 
guiding principle and motivation 
of my life as a nun had been 
obedience to human beings, to su- 
periors and superioresses, to the 
extent of going down on my knees 
before them innumerable times in 
order to win the favor and pleas- 
ure of God. The Mother General 
used to tell us: “If you are in 
good standing with your superior, 
you are in good standing with 
God Himself.” 

Unversed in God’s Word, I was 
ignorant of the injunction that 
even the angels in heaven are for- 
bidden to allow men to kneel be- 
fore them, for they consider 
themselves fellowservants among 
God’s elect and not their over- 
lords, as we learn from the Bible: 
“And I John saw these things, 
and heard them. And when I had 
heard and seen, I fell down to 
worship before the feet of the 
angel which shewed me these 
things. Then saith he unto me, 
See thou do it not: for I am thy 
fellowservant, and of thy breth- 
ren the prophets, and of them 
which keep the _ sayings of 
this book: worship God.” (Rev. 
22 :8-9) 


Wickedness Within 


A priest who was called our 
extraordinary confessor, because 
at certain intervals only he came 
to hear our confessions, once at- 
tempted in the confessional to 
lead me into serious sin. I was 
obliged to take him seriously to 
task for the shameful suggestion 
which so flagrantly disagreed 
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with what his cloth and calling 
were meant to represent. 

Can you realize my frustration 
when in a convent and even in 
the confessional, where such 
great emphasis is placed on chas- 
tity, I was invited to commit 
deeds that are a veritable abom- 
ination in the eyes of God? Does 
not the Apostle Paul warn the 
Corinthians: “Therefore let us 
keep the feast, not with old 
leaven, neither with the leaven of 
malice and wickedness: but with 
the unleavened bread of sincerity 
and truth. I wrote unto you in 
an epistle not to company with 
fornicators”’? (I Cor. 5:8-9) Does 
not the same apostle admonish us 
in the same epistle, chapter 6, 
verse 18: “Flee fornication. 
Every sin that a man doeth is 
without the body; but he that 
committeth fornication sinneth 
against his own body’? 

There can be no doubt that re- 
ligious poverty is amply evident 
in a nun’s cell. However, many 
times I walked the streets of Car- 
acas begging alms under the pre- 
text of soliciting contributions 
for destitute children. To my 
shame I must confess, in utmost 
humiliation, that the alms I 
begged under the pretext of as- 
sisting needy mothers, were for 
the most part used to enrich the 
coffers of the clergy. 

Today I give thanks that I am 
firmly founded in God: ‘The Lord 
knoweth them that are his. And, 
Let every one that nameth the 
name of Christ depart from in- 
iquity.” (II Tim. 2:19) 


My Refuge 


Finding myself in a state of 
spiritual dejection for some time, 
I felt that I needed something 
real, something that in all truth 
would satisfy the longings of my 
life, something strong enough to 
transform my whole being and 
able to still the pungent hunger 
of my soul. Like a lost child, I 
was seeking refuge with Christ, 
and I found shelter with Him. I 
found peace and security in liv- 
ing for Him, and for Him alone. 
To Him I owe the transformation 
of my life and the abiding privi- 
lege of enjoying a serene happi- 
ness in Christ such as I had never 
experienced during my years in a 


20 


convent. Paul beautifully ex- 
pressed this when he said: 
“Therefore if any man be in 
Christ, he is a new creature: old 
things are passed away; behold, 
all things are become new.” 
(II Cor. 5:17) 

God has performed in me the 
miracle of miracles, leading me 
through difficult experiences to 
the realization that in Christ it 
is possible to live a life of holi- 
ness, joy, lasting peace, and hap- 
piness, even in the midst of the 
persecutions, deprivations and 
changing fortunes that are our 
human heritage. 

I have written this testimony 
for the glory of Him who loves 
us and who has delivered Him- 
self for us. 


When My Spirit 


(Continued from page 18) 


steps by which I was to arrive at 
the full measure of aspirations, 
the knowledge and love of God. 

No longer wearing the religious 
habit, I could even more objec- 
tively appraise the cruelties and 
injustices inflicted on young and 
innocent girls who had left the 
world and joined their religious 
community in the mistaken belief 
that they were doing the more 
perfect thing. 


It was in E] Rosario College in 
the city of Armenia where, quiet- 
ly evaluating my experiences of 
the past, I finally asked myself 
the pertinent question: what sen- 
sible purpose could there possibly 
be in my continuing to live in 
convents where all seemed to be 
ruled and motivated by false pre- 
tensions and hatreds? 

It entered my mind to go over 
to the church of the Christian 
and Missionary Alliance and offer 
my services to them, although 
they were complete strangers to 
me. I telephoned their institute 
that same evening while the nuns 
were at prayer. My only question, 
“What is the name of the direc- 
tor?’ was answered by a pleasant 
voice, “Leo Tennis.” Immediately 
I wrote him a card requesting an 
appointment and was soon grant- 
ed an interview. : 

My legs were trembling, and I 
suffered from a cruel headache 
as I faced this appointment, but 


I was determined to find out 
whether I could be accepted. I 
returned to the convent, and a 
few days later I was advised that 
I had been accepted by their or- 
ganization. 

I departed from the Roman 
Catholic College realizing the 
beauty of the Divine hand guid- 
ing every human soul who ear- 
nestly seeks to submit itself to the 
will of God. 

I had the great privilege of be- 
ing assigned to the beautiful city 
of Cali, the queen city of the val- 
ley of Colombia, where I lived 
with Graciela Scudder, an exem- 
plary missionary, who was the 
instrument our merciful God used 
in teaching me the all-important 
lesson: Do not bow to the yoke 
of unbelievers. 


Rejoicing in the Truth 


Years have passed, love and 
dedication have given me great 
reward and happiness. Carlotta 
was born again on August 5, 
1957, in an indescribable meeting 
with the Lord. My soul rejoiced 
at having found the _ truth. 
Throughout all the days and 
years of my youth I had been 
engaged in a restless search for 
spiritual perfection. Now my soul 
had finally been blessed with the 
fullness of peace in my new- 
found Saviour. The scales had 
fallen from my eyes and, like 
Saul of Tarsus, I bowed down to 
let Jesus assume full possession 
of all my faculties and life. 

After completing my assign- 
ment in Cali, I was accepted as a 
teacher at the Bethel Bible In- 
stitute. What a great privilege to 
be one of the molders of young 
people. In my new work, I have 
found much joy and satisfaction. 
Problems, too, have not been 
wanting, but I have no fear, for 
trials are but manifestations of 
God’s tender love for us. My 
heart overflows with gratitude to 
God for having chosen me as His 
servant to bring knowledge and 
enlightenment to souls who are 
groping in darkness, searching 
for that peace and security that I 
found solely in loving surrender 
to Christ and to His sweet yoke. 

“When my spirit was over- 
whelmed within me, then thou 
knewest my path.” (Psalm 142:3) 
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“Why | Like Christian Heritage Magazine” 


Results of the Subscriber Contest 


FIRST AWARD: 


A two-week family vacation at a 
Christian camp or Bible Conference. 


I like CHRISTIAN 
HERITAGE magazine 
because it represents 
the truth. Jesus said, 
“You shall know the 
truth and the truth 
shall make you 
free.” It is a de- 
fender of the Bible 
as the Word of God. 
This magazine thrills us with the testi- 
monies of Catholics who have accepted 
Christ as their Saviour. 

CHRISTIAN HERITAGE gives us useful 
information so that we may intelligent- 
ly witness to Catholics. It exposes the 
false doctrines and fallacies of the Ro- 
man Church. 

CHRISTIAN HERITAGE keeps Chris- 
tians supplied with the real news that 
isn’t printed in newspapers because of 
the strong opposition. This magazine 
encourages converted Catholics and 
gives them guidance and help in their 
new life. It portrays the true spiritual 
conditions in America and challenges 
us to do something to protect the free- 
doms we take so much for granted. 

CHRISTIAN HERITAGE gives the needs 
of the mission field and points out the 
need of prayerful and financial aid on 
the part of each Christian. 

I appreciate a magazine that isn’t 
afraid to stand and speak up against a 
powerful, selfish, money-snatching re- 
ligion that wants its followers to be 
kept in ignorance. 

CHRISTIAN HERITAGE is truly a light 
shining forth the rays of the truth. 

Mr. and Mrs. James Bolton 
Hamlin, Kansas 


SECOND AWARD: 


A one-week vacation for two at a 
Christian camp or Bible Conference. 


The esteem in 
which I hold CuHrIs- 
» TIAN HERITAGE ma- 
gazine arises out of 
its ability to help 
me in a_ two-fold 
» way. 

It has given me a 
clearer insight into 
what the real issues 
in the Protestant-Roman Catholic con- 
troversy are. It is so easy for one to 
accept hearsay and the talk of the 
street as truth that one needs the docu- 
mented evidence that CHRISTIAN HERI- 
TAGE furnishes month by month. 

It has helped me to overcome a criti- 
eal and pharisaical attitude toward 
those with whom we differ and whom 
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we are instructed to love for Christ’s 
namesake. While CHRISTIAN HERITAGE 
contends for the faith, its whole tenor 
is the spirit of love and concern. This 
example is contagious and will surely 
reap a great harvest. 

The significance to me of these two 
things is better appreciated when it is 
known that I serve the Lord in an 
area where the population is ninety 
per cent Roman Catholic. 

George H. Williams, Pastor 
Shiloh Presbyterian Church 
St. Mary’s, Pennsylvania 


THIRD AWARD: 


A certificate for purchase of $75.00 
worth of Christian books. 


With faith in God 
and love for Ameri- 
ca, CHRISTIAN HERI- 
TAGE magazine is 
faithfully unfurling 
the banners of truth 
and freedom, chal- 
lenging America to 
“put on the whole 
armor of God” and 
safeguard for posterity the priceless 
heritage of liberty that guided America 
to peaks of greatness. 

The magazine’s fidelity to Holy 
Scripture and the great Protestant 
principles of freedom, as embodied in 
the Constitution, make it worthy of its 
beautiful title, “Christian Heritage.” 
The scholarly editor is unequivocally 
devoted to preserving religious liberty 
in America and elsewhere. 

Champions of freedom from the 
Apostle Paul to Abraham Lincoln have 
emphasized the necessity of eternal 
vigilance to maintain liberty. The 
lethargic indifference of America to 
this obligation is unwittingly helping 
the enemy’s strategy to “Make America 
Catholic.” 

CHRISTIAN HERITAGE is diligently in- 
forming its readers of the dangers of 
a totalitarianism whose religious 
teachings pose a formidable menace to 
America’s cherished freedoms. The 


simple yet sublime truth of the glorious’ 


gospel of Christ, as presented by 
CHRISTIAN HERITAGE, will spiritually 
strengthen the nation, and with the 
knowledge of truth, America will shun 
the yoke of both Romanism and Com- 


munism. 

J. W. McKinney 
Toronto 13, Ont. 
FOURTH AWARD: 


A three-piece set of women's lightweight 
luggage valued at $50.00. 


To be a vessel fit for the Master’s 
use, a channel through whom the Light 


of the Lord Jesus Christ may shine; 
to love those caught in the web of 
Roman Catholicism; to teach and point 
them to the Saviour; to trust the Pow- 
er of God to fill the lowered net; to 
give Him the glory; to be aware of the 
dangers that threaten our freedom; to 
pray for and work with the courageous 
laborers in this harvest, so near to 
us all: 

These things CHRISTIAN HERITAGE 
inspires one to do. 

Its articles are diversified, some be- 
ing especially revealing, some very 
edifying, all Christ-honoring. 

I need CHRISTIAN HERITAGE maga- 
zine. 

Mrs. Donald Fellows 
Sudbury, Mass. 


FIFTH AWARD: 


A new chain reference Bible— 


Kirkbride Bibles, Thomsons, value $35.00. 


Every issue of 
CHRISTIAN HERI- 
TAGE has been ea- 
gerly received in the 
mail for many years 
and is unique among 
many publications 

at because of the 
splendid variety of 
dé articles so ably pre- 
sented for instruction and information 
on a world-wide scale, but above all, it 
brings spiritual blessing to the heart 
that increases love for the Saviour and 
a greater concern for lost souls. 

My evaluation of any Christian peri- 
odical is the manner in which the per- 
son of Christ is exalted as the Son of 
God—Deity incarnate in the flesh who 
became our Divine Redeemer through 
His sacrificial death on Calvary and 
His bodily resurrection from the dead. 

CHRISTIAN HERITAGE faithfully pre- 
sents a living Saviour, the one Media- 
tor between God and men in a loving 
manner, while at the same time it also 
courageously and uncompromisingly ex- 
poses and refutes error in a most 
scholarly and effective presentation of 
the truth which reaches many who are 
living in spiritual darkness and bond- 
age to Romanism. 

The challenging editorials by Dr. 
Walter M. Montafio stimulate one’s 
thinking as a Christian and patriotic 
American to do all in one’s power to 
preserve our “Christian Heritage” and 
bring the lost to Christ, until He 
comes again. 


Adam L. Lutzweiler Sr., Pastor 
The West Side Regular 
Baptist Church 





Dixon, Illinois 
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by Paul Omar Campbell 


This provocative article 
discusses briefly liberty 

in the area of 

religion, and the weakening 
effect of prescribed 
worship—or a state church— 
on the individual, the 
church as a whole, and the 


state or nation. 


Wan THE STATE and 
church attempt to prescribe re- 
ligion, the less courageous citi- 
zens, through fear of punishment, 
nominally surrender their own 
thinking and convictions. This 
stifling of thought prepares the 
way for intellectual frustration 
and mental disintegration. 


cur ANGELS ov a Sta 


If a citizen is to be strong, he 
must be shown the advantage of 
individual thinking and the ne- 
cessity of accepting the responsi- 
bility and the results of his own 
decisions. In matters of worship, 
if the individual may decide, he 
must decide. His accountability to 
make his own decisions is not 
negotiable. The prophet Ezekiel 
emphasized the fact of the in- 
dividual’s own obligation in mat- 
ters of religion: “Though Noah, 
Daniel, and Job, were in it (the 
land), as I live, saith the Lord 
God, they shall deliver neither son 
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nor daughter; they shall but de- 
liver their own souls by their 
righteousness.” (Ezekiel 14:20) 

Every man wants the freedom 
to worship or not to worship as 
he sees fit. However, too often a 
man is satisfied when his own 
particular religion, which may 
happen to be held by the major- 
ity, is given preferment through 
the process of law. At first this 
looks like security for a man’s 
own church, and too often the 
promised preferment is accepted 
blindly. But such blindness is the 
very condition which breeds to- 
talitarianism and strangles free- 
dom. The privilege which a state 
can grant today can be with- 
drawn tomorrow. Today’s state- 
preferred church may be out- 
lawed in the morning. 

Historians can cite many in- 
stances when the people arose 
and threw off the galling yoke 
of a state church, but too often 
these same people re-established 
a state religion of their own lik- 
ing, thus undermining the very 
thing they sought—religious lib- 
erty. 


The Individual Weakened 


The thinking of individual 
communicants will be weakened 
in a church that depends on legal 
preferment, for they will forget 
how to present theological argu- 


ments as valid reasons for the 
existence of their church. To 
strengthen all concerned, includ- 
ing the citizen and the church 
member, the state must protect 
each man in his desire to worship 
or not, as he sees fit. 
When a citizen follows a state- 
prescribed religion in which he 
does not believe, he is not strong- 
er for acting with the majority, 
but rather weaker for having 
forsaken his own convictions. His 
willingness to conform outwardly 
for the sake of expedience or con- 
venience, while rebelling mental- 


ly, results in demoralizing insin- 
cerity. 

Galileo’s experience under a 
state religion offers a case in 
point. He had discovered that the 
earth moved around the sun, but 
he was forbidden to write con- 
trary to what the state church 
then held as the supposed truth. 
Nevertheless, he wrote down his 
convictions, but was finally made 
to recant. While the story that he 
arose from his knees after re- 
canting and said, “It still moves,” 
is deemed by the Encyclopaedia 
Britannica as unfounded legend, 
yet it is true that Galileo in his 
recanting changed his action but 
not his thinking.' All the state ex- 
tracted from him was a frustrat- 
ed lip-service. Such a weakened 
individual does no credit to him- 
self, nor does he strengthen his 
church or his state. 


The Church Weakened 


On the other hand, when the 
church requests special privilege 
and support from the state, it 
seeks to banish discussion and to 
defend its position not by valid 
arguments but by civil law. The 
church that is afraid to defend 
its doctrines by free discussion, 
and win its adherents by per- 
suasion, undermines its position 
and its theology in the eyes of 
thinking people. Therefore, when 


e church: 


a church uses the state to enforce 
its religious dogmas, it advertises 
the fact that it has lost its divine 
power of persuasion and its liv- 
ing connection with God. 

Benjamin Franklin’ wrote: 
“When religion is good, it will 
take care of itself; when it is not 
able to take care of itself, and 
God does not see fit to take care 
of it, so that it has to appeal to 
the civil power for support, it is 
evident to my mind that its cause 
is a bad one.’” 

If the church holds doctrines 
that are logical, true and de- 
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fensible from Scripture, why 
should it seek to dominate a com- 
munity’s religion by civil law? 
On this point George P. Howard 
wrote: “True religion . . . is too 
strong to be shaken by the attack 
of atheists, scoffing doubts of un- 
believers, or the opposition of 
some rival faith. True religion 
needs no legal protection.” 

H. G. Wells, the historian, also 
believed that a state religion 
weakens the church: “But by the 
thirteenth century the church 
had become morbidly anxious 
about growing doubts that might 
presently lay the whole structure 
of its pretentions in ruins. It was 
hunting for heretics, as timid old 
ladies are said to look under beds 
and in cupboards before retiring 
for the night.’” 

When a church fears to defend 
its belief on an individual or per- 
suasive basis and seeks special 
privilege through civil law, it 
thereby proclaims that it has lost 
its vigor. “There are many who 
do not seem sensible,” declared 
Thomas Clarke, “that all violence 
in religion is irreligious, and that 
whoever is wrong, the persecutor 
cannot be right.’” 
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Why is a religion that is en- 
forced by civil law wrong? Sim- 
ply because a man’s mind cannot 
be changed by law. The moment 
worship is enforced by civil ac- 
tion, it is no longer worship, for 
the nourishing rivulets of wor- 
ship lie much deeper than mere 
action. Those who accept a par- 
ticular religion because the state 
so dictates, and not because of 
personal convictions, are essen- 
tially hypocrites, and no hypo- 
crite has strength within himself, 
nor does he lend vigor to his 
church or his state. 
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The State Weakened 


The very fact that a church 
secures a civil law to prescribe 
religion is evidence that there are 
dissenters, but these dissenters 
are a stabilizing influence on gov- 
ernment. Multi-party politics keep 
both people and their leaders “on 
their toes.” We decry the one- 
party political systems found in 
totalitarian states, for they indi- 
cate a lack of freedom. Such a 
state fears what its people would 
do if given the freedom of choice. 

Likewise questioners are good 
for a church and state, for they 
tend to keep the theologians alert 
and to make them constantly re- 
examine the validity of their 
claims. On the other hand, a civil 
religion obviously tends to weak- 
en the state, because it is kept 
alive through law rather than 
through study and is not main- 
tained because of individual con- 
viction. A citizenry which does 
not think for itself breeds a 
powerless state. 

When a church and state pre- 
scribe religion by law, a dissenter 
has two ways open to him. He 
can outwardly conform and be- 
come insincere, in which case the 





state is deprived of an honest 
citizen by its own mechanism, or 
he can remain honest and rebel. 
If he rebels, he will be ostracized, 
exiled, incarcerated, or even mar- 
tyred. Again the state is weak- 
ened, this time by banishing, 
imprisoning or destroying the 
individual who is willing to think 
for himself. 

America has learned by bitter 
experience that a state church 
does not produce civil strength. 
About the middle of the seven- 
teenth century, the Boston Com- 
monwealth sustained a great loss 


when it banished Anne Hutchin- 
son and her family. The fact that 
this family was sent away into 
the wilderness to be massacred 
by the Indians remains a blot on 
American history. It happened 
because the state was afraid of 
the vigorous thinking of Anne, 
who refused to have her religion 
circumscribed by civil law.’ 

Fortunately, the United States 
has kept itself free from federally 
supported church entanglements. 
Certainly this is one of the rea- 
sons why America has prospered 
and has been an asylum for the 
persecuted of the world. Her 
prosperity should be noted in 
comparison with the nations 
which have had state churches. 
A brief look at history reveals 
that state-supported religion has 
resulted in intolerance, stifled 
thinking, and the persecution and 
martyrdom of millions. The ques- 
tion therefore arises, can Ameri- 
ca with its unequivocal Constitu- 
tional Amendments forbidding a 
state-supported church ever yield 
to the pressures of those who 
plead for such an alliance? 


America in Danger 


“What has all this talk about 
the loss of freedom got to do with 
us as Americans?” some ask. ‘““‘We 
are safe here. Our Constitution 
guarantees our religious free- 
dom.” 

Ah, but right there lies the 
danger. This very belief induces 
a false sense of security. As citi- 
zens of the United States, we do 
have an incomparable Constitu- 
tion. Ten of our Constitutional 
Amendments were written espe- 
cially to help us preserve our 
basic freedoms of speech, press, 
assembly, and worship. But even 
though the Constitution with all 
its Amendments does grant, for 
example, free speech, it cannot 
enforce that free speech. If we 
wish to have and keep it, we must 
take it, use it, and guard it. The 
same is true of our freedom to 
worship. 

If we wish to have freedom to 
worship according to our in- 
dividual convictions, we must 
appropriate that Constitutionally- 
granted freedom. The Constitu- 
tion is not stronger than our 

(Continued on page 32) 
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UNDER SCRUTINY: 





Religious 


A seman CITIZENS who 
would instantly denounce the 
direct payment of public money 
to a religious agency are uncon- 
scious of the vast indirect funds 
that constantly reach church 
bodies. Even when these are 
brought to public attention they 
are often brushed aside as of no 
particular importance. By reason 
of principle, fringe benefits re- 
lated to church and state are in 
fact a major issue assuming 
alarming stature. 

For this very reason religious 
groups seeking government as- 
sistance take the back door rather 
than the front; and after the 
secret path has become well worn, 
they point to these numerous 
minor precedents as justification 
for a sweeping principle of a 
directly state-supported religious 
establishment. The writer pro- 
poses to analyze in some detail 
the operation of these back-door 
raids on the public treasury. 


First the Bus © 


Public transportation of paro- 
chial pupils is a fringe benefit 
now openly prevailing to some 
degree in about half the states. It 
exists under statutory (or even 
constitutional) authority, rulings 
of attorney generals, or permission 
of state departments of educa- 
tion. Over a dozen state supreme 
courts have split quite evenly on 
the constitutionality of the policy. 
The United States Supreme Court 
by a five to four decision refused 
to rule against New Jersey’s per- 
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missive use of public funds for 
such a purpose. 

The legal machinery for public 
support of parochial transporta- 
tion invariably begins to move in 
an unobtrusive fashion. For ex- 
ample, if the public bus has un- 
filled seats, it is legally permis- 
sible in several states to pick up 
parochial pupils at authorized 
stops, and take them on to an- 
other authorized stop nearer their 
own school, thus “avoiding any 
extra expense.” In such a case 
one would logically have to admit 
that the parochial pupil accounts 
for his proportionate part of the 
cost per pupil mile of bus opera- 
tion. When the number of public 
school pupils on a route increases 
and the unfilled seats are les- 
sened, which parochial pupil 
should first be denied transpor- 
tation? This innocent-appearing 
scheme inevitably produces a 
controversy terminating in an 
extra bus being allotted to carry 
the parochial pupils. Church au- 
thorities sponsoring such legisla- 
tion know what the outcome will 
be, and so do the face-saving 
legislators who enacted it. 

Another approach to private 
transportation is the permissive 
statute, applicable to some local 
area and depending on the local 
board of education for adoption. 
This statute will be directed 
toward an area where parochial 
schools are strongest, and where 
their adherents already control 
the public board or have hope of 
doing so. The bill secures the 


° 


COKDKDDDNDNDNDNOOOCOON0N0NN0000000 


eoo00CCCCCCN0N0 


ceoooooCoCoCoCoCoOOCoCoOoOoOoOoCoCoC00000N0 


Benefits 
by William A. Cook 


necessary votes because it seems 
to be a democratic procedure. 
Many a legislator supports it, 
not because it agrees with his 
personal convictions, but because 
it does not affect his own district, 
or because he hopes for return 
favors from fellow legislators 
sponsoring it. 

At any rate, the battle then is 
transferred to the local school 
board, and it is won because fa- 
vorable soil has been selected. At 
the next legislative session a vol- 
untary statute is proposed for 
still other areas, usually on a 
county basis. Soon it is a volun- 
tary statute for the entire state; 
and finally it is a mandatory re- 
quirement for the whole state. 

In some states a very trans- 
parent move is made to create a 
fund not earmarked for schools, 
and then to. provide parochial 
transportation out of it. Equally 
transparent is the regulation in 
some cities for parochial pupils 
to ride the public bus, or a bus 
privately owned but operated as a 
public utility, without cost or at 
a reduced fare. In this case all 
citizens through taxation, or just 
those patronizing the bus lines, 
are clearly contributing to as- 
sistance of a sectarian education 
to which they may not wish to 
lend support. 

Let us examine the arguments 
for free parochial transportation 
by public school boards. One 
maintains that the aid is to the 
child, not to his sectarian school. 
This contention implies that there 
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is a school apart from the child. 
But a school is basically a teacher 
and a pupil in contact. Whatever 
directly helps establish that con- 
tact is truly a part of the school. 
That is why transportation is 
included in state appropriations 
for education and in local school 
budgets. 

Again, it is declared that the 
law requiring the pupil to attend 
school makes it a public respon- 
sibility to safeguard him in meet- 
ing that requirement. Actually 
the law no more requires the 
parochial pupil to expose himself 
to the dangers incidental to a 
lack of transportation than it 
requires a non-parochial child to 
expose himself to those dangers 
when going to Sunday School. 
The fair statement is that the 
parent of the parochial pupil 
voluntarily submits his child to 
the dangers involved by his choice 
(or his church’s choice) of the 
child’s school. 


Study the Results 


Another argument is that the 
religious freedom of the parent 
of the parochial pupil is de- 
stroyed, or at least seriously 
abridged, if he cannot have his 
child’s instruction all five days 
of the week under religious aus- 
pices. Granting that religious in- 
fluence probably permeates paro- 
chial instruction in all subjects, 
even that it extends to the play- 
ground, to a considerable extent 
the same is true of _ public 
schools, which many high-ranking 
churchmen have falsely stigma- 
tized as “godless schools,”’ though 
thousands of their own sect teach 
there. Abundant studies of ju- 
venile delinquency and _ prison 
population give no_ indication 
that parochial schools secure bet- 
ter results in thirty hours a week 
than other religious groups rely- 
ing on one hour of Sunday School 
per week. 

To test the consistency of this 
argument, let us shift to the days 
on which there is no school, ap- 
proximately half the days of the 
year. Is the parent who alleges 
loss of his religious liberty if his 
child must attend a public school, 
equally solicitous over the reli- 
gious environment of his child 
on days when there is no school, 
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and during the out-of-school 
hours on school days? No, his 
solicitude then is forgotten. His 
child plays hour after hour with 
groups which include children 
from the “godless schools” and 
without any religious element in 
his surroundings. 

And at last the humanitarian 
argument will be introduced 
which supposedly will be the 
“clincher.”” According to it, any- 
one who opposes public transpor- 
tation for parochial pupils is a 
heartless wretch, who would 
leave children exposed to sub-zero 
weather in winter and year-round 
to the dangers of the open high- 
ways. For the purposes of this 
argument the children are al- 
ways “little,” the weather takes 
on extreme inclemency at all 
seasons, and the traffic is hazard- 
ous, no matter how withdrawn 
may be the country road in 
question. 

Granting the fairness of the 
above twisted perspective, then 
any person who opposes public 
transportation to non-public 
schools would likewise be heart- 
less and a wretch if he were to 
permit his own children to walk 
to Sunday School, to the theater, 
or to the store on an errand. 
Surely weather and traffic are 
problems regardless of the day 
or the hour. If the concern is 
really for the safety and health 
of the children, public transpor- 
tation must be provided for them 
at all times and for all purposes, 
and not alone for school hours on 
a school day. 


What Next? 


There is a sequel to the above 
argument. If health and safety 
are a public responsibility while 
the child is getting to school, 
what next? A heated, sanitary 
building is necessary to his 
health, and a_ well-constructed 
building is essential to his safety. 
One who approves parochial 
transportation is logically com- 
mitted to financing the construc- 
tion and operation of the paro- 
chial plant from public funds. In 
fact the true and final goal of all 
these well-dressed arguments is 
fully revealed by the statement 
of the Roman Catholic bishops in 
November, 1955, as the complete 


support of parochial education 
by the state. 

To further picture the utter 
turmoil into which the under- 
writing of parochial transporta- 
tion would lead us, let us assume 
that everyone wished his child to 
attend the religious school of his 
choice, and that no legal barriers 
existed. Of course all faiths must 
be treated equally. But the small 
membership of some sects, and 
the unequal geographical distri- 
bution of all would dictate trans- 
portation for distances impracti- 
cal in terms of both time and 
money. Where would the limit be 
set? Certainly not at district 
lines, since some parochial pupils 
are already being transported 
outside their districts in a public 
bus. Instead of equal privileges 
for all, we should have only a 
plan of serving a few larger and 
more influential groups at the ex- 
pense of scores of smaller ones. 


Then Textbooks 


Another fringe benefit is the 
furnishing of textbooks to paro- 
chial pupils by the school district 
or the state. This question arose 
more than thirty-five years ago, 
almost contemporaneously with 
that of transportation, but the 
struggle over it has been far less 
widespread. Courts in New York 
and New Mexico ruled it out, and 
the Attorney General of Indiana 
gave an unfavorable opinion. On 
the other hand, the courts of 
Louisiana and Mississippi sanc- 
tioned the practice, and it also 
exists by statutory warrant in 
Oregon and West Virginia. One 
Ohio board gives local parochial 
schools textbooks which have be- 
come worn, or have been replaced 
by a new adoption. This conces- 
sion can easily lead to turning 
over texts only nominally “worn.” 

The view taken by the Louisi- 
ana and Mississippi courts, and 
by the United States Supreme 
Court in sustaining the Louisiana 
decision, is the “child benefit” 
theory. This holds that the text- 
book is an aid to the child, and 
not to his school. It implies, once 
again, that the textbook is some- 
thing apart from the school, de- 
spite the fact that it is used only 
in the school program, and that 
it is furnished only to pupils of 


25 








the schools. It ignores the fact 
that state provisions for free 
textbooks are placed in the school 
code, and not under the child- 
welfare section. 

To carry out the “child-benefit” 
theory, it would be necessary for 
the state to deal directly with the 
child, his parent or guardian, de- 
livering the text directly to such 
parties and receiving it directly 
from them at the close of the 
school term. We can safely as- 
sume that no such cumbersome 
routine is followed. The parochial 
school handles the book, and loans 
it to the child. In other words the 
book is given by the state to the 
church school, not to the child 
at all. 

Ignoring legal obstacles, it is 
easy to foresee dissatisfaction on 
the part of the parochial school 
with texts adopted by public au- 
thorities. This would be most 
likely in the field of history. The 
natural consequence then is an 
effort by parochial authorities to 
secure the adoption of texts 
which satisfy the church perspec- 
tive. In this field, parochial influ- 
ence already is evident in the 
preparation of many textbooks 
presented for public-school adop- 
tion. 

A stir was recently manifested 
over the use of an elementary 
history in the Cincinnati Public 
Schools, which at length and in 
glamorous terms describes the 
contributions of Ignatius Loyola 
(and gives his picture), but deals 
more briefly and in reserved 
terms with Martin Luther. In the 
same city a text used in tenth- 
grade English contains at least 
one illustration and some sugges- 
tions for themes, which offend 
non-Catholics. 


Subsidized Lunches 


Lunches for parochial schools, 
subsidized by national and state 
governments, present a different 
situation than transportation and 
textbooks. They are a more recent 
development and primarily result 
from federal appropriations and 
surplus food distribution. They 
have been designated as a health 
rather than an education meas- 
ure. Available to both public and 
parochial pupils, the lunch can 
claim to be a non-discriminatory 
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benefit for all children. Though 
the lunch is served only on school 
days, it is not a part of the school 
program, inasmuch as children 
may choose to bring their own 
lunch, or in some cases return to 
their homes for it. It is designed 
to give the child a substitute for 
what he presumably receives at 
home on other days, or would re- 
ceive at home if absent from 
school. 

One rather disagreeable fea- 
ture however crops out. Federal 
funds for public school lunches 
are administered through state 
school authorities, who set up 
programs, approve schools for 
participation, and distribute the 
federal funds, to which the state 
may contribute. But federal funds 
for lunches in parochial schools 
of states which cannot legally 
handle such distribution, go from 
the federal agency directly to the 
parochial school. 


Health Benefits 


Parochial schools frequently 
seek the benefits of public school 
health services in the more obvi- 
ous form of health examinations, 
medical inspection, and routine 
services of nurses, doctors, and 
dentists. The proper guide here 
seems quite clear. Funds from 
the public school budget should 
be expended for pupils of public 
schools only. They should no 
more go to parochial pupils than 
to others, old or young, who are 
not enrolled in public school. 

Funds in the health budget are 
entirely different. Health authori- 
ties are obligated to serve all, re- 
gardless even of age. If schools, 
public or private, can cooperate 
by housing public health nurses 
or doctors, that is excellent. How- 
ever, a health office cannot be set 
up in every school, public and 
private, as has sometimes been 
demanded. For reasons of econo- 
my various services must be cen- 
tralized according to the judg- 
ment of the health authorities, 
who also must select their own 
personnel independently of school 
authorities, public or private. A 
parochial school in a small Penn- 
sylvania city recently attempted 
to dictate its own personnel and 
location for health services. This 
request was properly disallowed. 


Tax Exemptions 


Let us also scrutinize several 
religious fringe benefits which 
are not connected with parochial 
schools. Glaring indeed is the 
exemption from federal income 
tax of the salaries of members of 
orders, chiefly char'ains in gov- 
ernment service an. uns teach- 
ing in public schools, on the 
ground that they have taken a 
vow of poverty. Though with- 
holding may be made from the 
warrant when issued to a nun 
employed in a public school, the 
deduction is returned by the 
federal tax authorities to the 
treasury of the order. 


There is every reason to believe 
that vast additional public reve- 
nue is lost by exemptions of 
teaching orders from state in- 
come taxes. No case has yet been 
brought, nor can one be until the 
necessary information is in hand, 
but the refusal of some state tax 
authorities to open their records 
on refunds is more than a hint 
that what works well through 
Washington can work well else- 
where. 

While these favored persons 
are free from the burdens of 
government, they enjoy all the 
protection and exercise all the 
privileges of citizenship. Note 
their presence at polling places to 
select public boards of education 
and to determine financial propo- 
sitions affecting public schools. 
At her birth America fought 
against “Taxation without Repre- 
sentation;” now she _ sanctions 
“Representation without Taxa- 
tion.” 

Freedom from the federal ex- 
cise on products made by reli- 
gious orders and on commercial 
broadcasts under their auspices, 
and the cancellation of admission 
taxes on bingo activities for 
church benefit are also costing our 
government unestimated sums. A 
constant conflict also exists over 
exemptions from tax on _ pur- 
chases for private school use, and 
relaxation of import duties on 
“religious articles.” Back-door 
leaks in the wall of taxation are 
steadily sought by way of law, 
and, if that fails, by way of offi- 
cials who can be bribed or threat- 
ened if they are not already 
“friendly.” 
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Presumably other churches 
than the Roman Catholic might 
enjoy similar benefits, if they 
wished to adopt an equally cen- 
tralized organization, and then 
make money by gambling and by 
the manufacture of intoxicants. 
For exemption on their manufac- 
ture of wine the Christian Broth- 
ers of California have been in 
federal court in a case that drags 
on and on. “If at first you don’t 
succeed, try, try again.” 

The case against exempting 
church business from taxation 
does not rest on governmental 
considerations alone. The effect 
upon competitive private business 
and industry must be weighed. 
There has been a long struggle 
against the use of convict labor 
to produce materials for the gene- 
ral market, because this may be 
considered unfair competition 
with free labor and free enter- 
prise. Convict labor therefore has 
been limited rather closely to the 
production of goods and rendition 
of services for the state’s own 
purposes and institutions. Apply- 
ing the same reasoning to church 
activities, you must conclude that 
a church or a church-related or- 
ganization making wine or bak- 
ing bread tax-free is unfair com- 
petition with private industry in 
those fields. 

Public schools and govern- 
mental units, publicly-owned gas 
and electric plants and transpor- 
tation systems,—yes, state-owned 
coal mines, cement factories, etc. 
—are all exempt from sales taxes, 
excises, in fact from all forms of 
contribution to the public purse. 
That is their mark of govern- 
mental status. Therefore, when 
any individual or organization re- 
ceives similar exemption status, 
such individual or organization, 
including a church, is thereby 
marked as an agency of govern- 
ment. Growing numbers of Amer- 
icans protest such recognition. 


A Weakened Tax Structure 


A relatively harmless and inno- 
cent custom existing since earli- 
est Colonial days is hardly inno- 
cent today, but is menacing 
rather than harmless. It is the 
exemption of church property 
from realty taxation. Why should 
a church not pay taxes for its 
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real estate? It receives the full 
protection of local government 
from fire, flood, and vandalism. 
Its program is enhanced by ap- 
propriate traffic regulations and 
policing. Its neighborhood is safe- 
guarded by prohibitions against 
certain types of business. In fact, 
in most respects it receives great- 
er consideration than does the 
individual taxpayer. It is highly 
encouraging to find such leaders 
as Dr. Eugene Carson Blake de- 
fending the thesis that a church 
building should pay property 
taxes. 

Still more than justice is in- 
volved—the tax base is threat- 
ened. Many churches and related 
organizations are acquiring real 
estate for worship, educational, 
retirement, publication, and busi- 
ness purposes. The exemption of 
these growing institutions and 
of the real estate of non-church 
educational and charitable insti- 
tutions, plus the constant with- 
drawal of land for public use, 
poses a serious burden to the tax- 
payer who must support local 
government. The impact of ad- 
jacent federal reservations on 
school facilities has already 
brought special federal assistance 
to local government, particularly 
to public schools. 

It is stated by historians that 
at the outbreak of the French 
Revolution roughly a third of the 
land of France was owned by the 
crown and nobility, another third 
by the Church, and the remaining 


Growing Embrace 


“The bishops of America could see 
in 1846 the potential grandeur and 
growth of their land . . . The bishops 
of America gave America a Mother. 
To the infant country they gave the 
fairest woman in all history. To dem- 
ocratic America they gave the only 
Queen that the country would ever 
know or accept. Solemnly they dedi- 
cated the United States of America 
to Mary Immaculate. 

“I suggest that for the salvation— 
which means at this late date the 
unity of the world—we adopt a slo- 
gan ... Mary of the United States, 
Be the Mother of the United World!” 
(Mary of the United States, Mother 
of the United Nations, Daniel A. 
Lord, S.J., pp. 9, 10, 11, 37) 


third consequently by a _ tax- 
ridden peasant and middle-class 
population. Something then had 
to “give.” The general property 
tax was stigmatized a few years 
ago by an outstanding tax au- 
thority, Seligman of Columbia 
University, as “‘by all means the 
worst tax known to the modern 
world.” Soon it must be either 
abandoned, as an _ important 
means of public support, or a 
radical reappraisal of exemptions 
must be made. 

If the church were content to 
limit its call for tax exemption 
to property used primarily for 
religious purposes, the difficulty 
would be greatly lessened, but the 
joy of a taste stimulates the appe- 
tite for a full meal. While some 
states have confined tax exemp- 
tion to the church edifice, in 
others it has included residential 
property for the clergy, then 
buildings of church educational 
institutions used for educational 
purposes, next those not used for 
instructional purposes, but for 
living accommodations for stu- 
dent staff and personnel. Finally 
in the consideration of exemp- 
tions we view with concern the 
valuable parcels of unimproved 
land held by churches exclusively 
for investment purposes. Such is 
the natural and ultimate result 
of a policy of tax exemption 
which even in its simplest form 
cannot commend itself to reason. 


Fringe Gifts 


The closing reference will be 
to indirect government gifts to 
churches and church institutions 
under the cloak of “slum clear- 
ance,” “urban redevelopment,” 
“surplus property disposal,” and 
national or state “shrines.” All 
the momentum of log-rolling and 
pork-barreling is thrown behind 
these forms of looting the public 
treasury, but their front is grand- 
ly and solemnly gilded over by 
the glitter of esthetic, cultural, 
ethical, and community-improve- 
ment pretensions. With its record 
of spending millions in direct aid 
to churches for “war damages,” 
the federal government is natu- 
rally the worst offender in this 
area, but cities follow closely, and 
states can be counted on to join 
in. 

(Continued on page 32) 
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Sins Aplenty 


The Roman Catholic Bureau of In- 
formation has announced the publica- 
tion from Rome of a 900-page book 
entitled J] Peccatio, an encyclopedia of 
sin, edited by a group of Roman Cath- 
olic clerical and lay scholars. 


“Anti-State Activities" 


A Franciscan monk, Rudi Jerak, was 
sentenced to a fifteen-year prison term 
in Zagreb, Yugoslavia for his “anti- 
state activities.” He was tried with 
fifteen “laymen” for “organizing ter- 
rorists and subversive groups and hav- 
ing links with the former nationalist 
Croat Ustashi group.” Sentences for the 
other defendants ranged from ten 
months to eleven years. 

Croatia, Yugoslavia’s second largest 
republic, is predominantly Roman 
Catholic. 


“Martin Luther" 
a Chilean Sensation 


The motion picture biography of 
Martin Luther produced a minor sen- 
sation in Santiago, Chile, when it was 
given a “private” showing at a down- 
town theatre, which attracted a crowd 
of 4,500 persons. The daily newspaper 
Las Ultimas Noticias gave it front-page 
notice, “ ‘Martin Luther’ Debut in Dis- 
guise,” and reproduced a photograph 
of the great crowd that attended. 

The showing culminated a _ long 
struggle on the part of the Evangelical 
community in Chile to introduce the 
movie. Rev. Pedro Zotelle, representing 
the Evangelical Churches, gave this 
reply to government efforts to censor 
the film: “We who live in what is con- 
sidered the most democratic nation in 
Latin America cannot accept any kind 
of pressure from the Roman Catholic 
hierarchy. We do not see how we can 
prescind from one of the fundamental 
liberties in a country where there is no 
official church and where the essential 
rights of individuals and groups are 
carefully guarded by the Constitution 
and Government.” 
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Denies Catholic School Aided Riot 


Father Eduardo Boza Masvidal of 
Villanueva University, a Roman Cath- 
olic school in Havana, denied that 
classes had been suspended at the uni- 
versity to allow students to take part 
in the anti-Red riot, upon the visit of 
Soviet leader Mikoyan. The Catholic 
students themselves however, he added, 
had a right to demonstrate peacefully 
against Communism. The riot marked 
by gunfire resulted in the arrest of a 
number of Villanueva students, who 
were released. 


Move to Recall 
Catholic Governor 


Gov. Edmund G. (Pat) Brown’s 
short administration in California is 
being charged by the California De- 
fense Committee with nine counts of 
being partial, inefficient and incompe- 
tent. The group is circulating the neces- 
sary petition seeking an election recall. 

The charges against the Roman 
Catholic Governor are: “violation of 
election pledges, diversion of public 
property from state to church, suppres- 
sion of information regarding his ad- 
ministration by use of dictatorial 
methods and favoritism” toward “cer- 
tain groups.” 

The committee has six months to 
file signed petitions. Approximately 
700,000 signatures will be required. 


Rome Approves Repeal 
of Connally Amendment 


The resolution introduced by Sena- 
tor Humphrey (to repeal the Connally 
amendment to the powers of the Inter- 
national Court of Justice) has received 
strong support from the Roman Cath- 
olic magazine America. 

The National Catholic weekly took 
this stand: “America approves Senator 
Humphrey’s initiative. A positive move 
which recognized the rights and duties 
of international society—not merely 
the voluntary concessions of national- 
istic states—is to be commended.” 


Pope John Honors Von Papen 


Franz Von Papen, expelled from this 
country during World War I on charges 
of espionage, leader of the Catholic 
Party of Germany before Hitler, has 
received the Papal title of Chamber- 
lain of Cape and Sword, reconferred 
upon him by Pope John XXIII. It will 
be remembered that he induced Hin- 
denburg to appoint Hitler Chancellor 
of Germany. 


Decade of Expansion 


According to the Roman Catholic 
newspaper The Register, the Catholic 
Church in America stands on the 
threshold of its greatest decade of ex- 
pansion. During the ’60s, their statis- 
ticians predict, their number may grow 
to 60,000,000. “During the ’60s a large 
proportion of these ‘baptized infants’ 
will marry and from these young 
couples will come more infants to swell 
the Catholic population. Since 
1950 the Catholic population has 
grown at a rate twice that of the 
general population (37.9 as compared 
with 18 per cent).” 

All this, notwithstanding the state- 
ment of the Rev. John A. O’Brien in 
reply to Look’s question, “Is it likely 
that the United States will have a 
Catholic majority in the foreseeable 
future?” His answer was, “No. In the 
most roseate forecasts, it seems un- 
realistic to predict a Catholic majority 
in this country.” 

As to converts the Roman Catholic 
priest remarked, “A nationwide survey 
reveals that Catholics are least active 
of all Christian groups in seeking to 
win adherents in this country,” while 
the Register describes “the tide of adult 
converts” as 1,301,355 taken into the 
Roman Catholic Church in America 
in the past decade, concluding, “It is 
not too much to hope that this figure 
will be at least 2,000,000 in the decade 
of the 60s.” 


Election Year View of Luther 


The Roman Catholic priest Kilian 
McDonnell made these astonishingly 
complimentary remarks concerning 
Martin Luther: “The Catholic judg- 
ment on Luther has been perhaps 
overharsh—the man had a number of 
really admirable qualities—there are a 
number of things with which we re- 
proach him. Not the least of these 
reproaches is this: we needed Luther; 
we needed him desperately, and he 
deserted us when we needed him most. 
He saw abuses and would not be con- 
tent to correct them. Had he remained 
in the Church and reformed it from 
within, we would today hail him as a 
true reformer, perhaps a great saint.” 
(The Sign, February, 1960) 
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To Make America 
More Catholic 


The president of the Catholic Asso- 
ciation for International Peace has 
stated that Congress should liberalize 
the immigration quota. “Present quo- 
tas should be doubled and their admin- 
istration made more flexible.” 


Eighteen Million Voices United 


The multi-million voices of this na- 
tion’s organized Catholic men and 
women are to be unified by a joint 
agency of the National Council of 
Catholic Men, which has 8,000,000 
members in its affiliated organizations, 
and the National Council of Catholic 
Women, which has more than 10,000,- 
000 members. 

“Envisioned is the use of the joint 
agency in international, national, state- 
wide legislative, and other important 
matters on occasions when the unified 
voice of more than 18,000,000 U.S. 
Catholic men and women can be em- 
ployed most effectively.” (The Register, 
NCWS Wire, April 17, 1960) 

The report mentions that the sug- 
gested link that would be used to unify 
the efforts would be the Home and 
School Association, which has some 
1800 units throughout the country. 


Rome Loses 
Puerto Rico's Catholics 


The Passionist Fathers’ publication 
The Sign prints in bold headlines: 
“Concrete Jungle of New York is Mis- 
sionland for the [Roman Catholic] 
Church, racing to hold Puerto Ricans 
to the Faith.” The author of the article 
warns: “With Puerto Ricans now one- 
third of the New York archdiocese, 
and soon to be one-half, the challenge 
facing the Church is urgent and aggra- 
vated by the defection of many Puerto 
Rican Catholics to Protestant sects and 
secularism. Those not won in the next 
five years will probably be lost to the 
Church forever.” 

The Association of Catholic Trade 
Unionists has been doing a great deal 
of work on behalf of the Puerto 
Ricans in New York. Eighty percent of 
the Puerto Ricans in the United States 
live in that city. These migrants are 
voters in the United States, having re- 
ceived their citizenship by Congress 
in 1917. 


Making the Foot 
Fit the Shoe 


After some police intervention in 
[Roman Catholic] church bingo games 
a bill has been presented to the Penn- 
sylvania legislature which will legalize 
bingo at churches and other nonprofit 
organizations in Pennsylvania. 
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Ed Sullivan—TV Censor 


Ed Sullivan deleted a filmed sequence 
from one of his recent television shows 
dealing with the Irish playwright, Sean 
O’Casey, who is well known for his 
strong criticism of the Roman Catholic 
Church in Ireland. 

Mr. Sullivan said he bowed to the 
judgment of “a number of people” who 
had telephoned him to object to the 
O’Casey appearance. He did _ not 
elaborate. 


Seventh Baby Free 
—More to Come 


The Sacred Heart Hospital of Man- 
chester, New Hampshire, has an- 
nounced the grant of free hospitaliza- 
tion for every seventh child born in a 
family. It hopes to extend the privilege 
to eighth, ninth, and tenth babies born. 
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Rising Tide 


Statistics released by the National 
Catholic Welfare Conference Depart- 
ment of Education allege that for the 
first time in history the U.S. Catholic 
grade and high schools’ combined en- 
rollment passed the 5,000,000 figure. 
Elementary schools showed a 100 per- 
cent increase in enrollment since World 
War II. 

It listed 12,679 Roman Catholic in- 
stitutions, employing 143,491 teachers. 


Extensive Domain 


The Vatican has claimed religious 
dominion over any “intelligent beings” 
in outer space. The priest Spiazzi, Pon- 
tifical Lateran Atheneum of Rome, 
said: 

“If these beings [who inhabit the 
moon] resemble man in mind and 
body, the Church’s universal laws 
would naturally apply to them.” He 
added that, if the resemblance were 
purely mental, they might still be in 
need of redemption, since the Roman 
Church does not exclude the possibility 
of living organisms existing on the 
level of pure mind.” 


Ten Thousand Ex-priests 


An ex-priest, Royal Peck, states that 
there are 10,000 ex-priests in Italy 
alone. Many of these men, including 
Mr. Peck, are studying in evangelical 
training schools. There are innumerable 
others who have not had the courage 
to ally themselves actively with Prot- 
estant evangelicals. 


New York's Mission Field 


Dr. Billy Graham has announced his 
plans for a series of special services in 
the Spanish language in New York, 
November 6-13, 1960. His staff has 
announced, “We desire to reach some 
250,000 Puerto Ricans, said to have 
no church connections, with the Gospel 
of Christ.” 


Stand Up and Be Counted 


Speaking before a Christian Life 
Commission Workshop on the Baylor 
Campus in March, Judge Abner Mc- 
Call, executive vice president of Baylor 
University, recommended that Baptists 
take a stand on political issues. 

He supported Dr. Foy Valentine, 
director of the Commission, who said 
“we do want Baptist insistence and 
Christian convictions brought to bear 
on political situations.” 


The "Catholic Vote"— 
A Substantial Ghost 


Marquette University, Wisconsin 
Jesuit institution, declares the Wiscon- 
sin Democratic Presidential primary 
election was largely a minority protest 
vote against “irresponsible religious 
bigots and reckless political manipula- 
tors.” 

The spokesman, Dr. Eric Waldman, 
Professor of Political Science, main- 
tained, however, that there was nothing 
like “Catholic bloc” voting there. It is 
his view that “‘The Catholic vote’ 
might have demonstrated that the 40,- 
000,000 Catholics in the United States, 
like other religious or racial minorities, 
are capable of expressing a spontaneous 
protest vote against prejudice.” 

Senator John Kennedy said regard- 
ing the vote that he saw “som evi- 
dence” of bloc-voting, but ad¢e:d, “I 
don’t put any stress on it.” 


A Drop in the Bucket 


By a new United States Tax Court 
ruling, the inheritance left to Roman 
Catholic nuns is now subject to federal 
inheritance tax, regardless of their per- 
petual vows of poverty, and notwith- 
standing the fact that they in turn 
assign their property to their religious 
orders. 
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The Long View 
Dear Sir: 


I have enjoyed Dr. Montajio’s 
editorials on the subject of a 
Catholic president and have given 
a great deal of thought to the 
facts contained therein. It seems 
as though those people who have 
any doubts at all about a Catho- 
lic’s primary allegiance, and those 
publications which choose to deal 
with the subject at all, are mostly 
concerned with the immediate 
threat, i.e., within the first or 
second term, that a Catholic Pres- 
ident poses to our nation. 


I certainly agree that the pos- 
sibility of immediate danger ex- 
ists once a Catholic enters the 
White House and that he might 
proceed immediately to plant the 
“Catholic seed”? wherever possible 
throughout the government by 
appointments, and into the Amer- 
ican way of life by legislation and 
propaganda. 

I also feel, however, that many 
who have repeatedly warned the 
public about this threat and who 
treat it not only as a possibility 
but an established fact might find 
themselves in an embarrassing po- 
sition should the Roman strategy 
be different from what they an- 
ticipate. 

America faces a shrewd and 
formidable enemy headed by a 
mastermind who knows every 
tactic of diplomacy, public rela- 
tions and propaganda. It might 
be, then, that the Roman Church’s 
only purpose within the next four 
or eight years as far as the presi- 
dent is concerned is to “sweeten 
the soil’ before the seed is 
planted. 

The church knows that there 
will be many suspicious eyes upon 
a Catholic president, and many 
will be watching and waiting for 
any sign of allegiance to the 
church above the nation. She also 
knows of people and organiza- 
tions like Christ’s Mission who 
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* Views and opinions ex- 
pressed in this depart- 
ment do not necessarily 
represent the viewpoint 
of this magazine. 


are speaking out against the 
church. It is quite possible then 
that the church might try to gain 
the confidence of the suspicious 
and at the same time try to quiet 
the voices of the antagonists 
through an overly liberal and tol- 
erant attitude. As we know, she 
thinks nothing of employing the 
double standard when expedient, 
and there is no reason why a 
Catholic president could not be 
given this right. 

And then the barrier against a 
Catholic president is broken; at- 
titudes have changed; voices of 
warnings are not listened to; and 
the chaotic seed takes root, and, 
after several years of waiting, be- 
gins to bear fruit for the Roman 
Church. 

Perhaps the long range as well 
as the short range dangers should 
be given more emphasis. 


Davip T. MINASIAN 
Arlington, New Jersey 


No Choice 


Dear Sir: 

Youngstown has been a won- 
derful town. Being an American 
and believing in the Constitution 
of the United States, I do not 
want to give up my freedoms. 
What is happening in our town 
is happening all over the United 
States. 

The Roman Catholic Church 
sent a bishop here and erected a 
cathedral. They have been very 
successful in promoting their aim 
of making America Roman Cath- 
olic. 

They built schools. Then they 
split the Boy Scouts of America. 
The Nurses’ Association was 
split. They now have the Catholic 
Nurses’ Association. The Ameri- 
can Legion was split. There is 
now the Catholic Veterans’ Le- 
gion. They took over the Demo- 
cratic Party and only Roman 
Catholics have key jobs such as 
mayor, fire chief, etc. Our Police 


Chief is Protestant but married 
to a Roman Catholic and sending 
his children to the Roman Catho- 
lic schools. 

This November we will have 
an election for mayor and other 
city officials. The Republican 
Party was told that a Protestant 
could not win an election, so they 
nominated a Roman Catholic. 
Now for the first time in the 
history of Youngstown we have 
two Roman Catholics running for 
mayor. 

I do not want to have to go to 
the election polls and vote for or 
against a man because of his re- 
ligion, but what can we do? When 
I ask my Protestant friends for 
whom they will vote, they answer 
by saying, “What’s the differ- 
ence? They are both Roman Cath- 
olic. I have no choice so I am not 
going to vote.” With this attitude 
we are weakening ourselves and 
the strength of our nation. 

This problem is not new to you. 
What is the answer? I hope we 
can find it before it is too late. 


NAME WITHHELD 
Ohio 


Quid Pro Quo 


Dear Dr. Montano: 


The Chessman case has some 
interesting ramifications. If peo- 
ple in foreign nations can suc- 
cessfully protest execution in a 
local matter, the people in the 
United States or Protestants have 
the same right to protest against 
injustice to Protestants anywhere 
in the world where they are de- 
nied religious or political freedom 
as a minority. If the Pope can 
ask for clemency for a guilty 
man, the Protestants have a more 
righteous cause in protesting on 
behalf of innocent Protestants. 

I read about how the Kennedy- 
for-President group functioned in 
Arizona. They were told that if a 
person did not support Kennedy 
before the Convention, and if 
Kennedy were elected President, 
that person would not receive any 
political favors from Kennedy. It 
is also interesting to see that 
Catholic labor leaders McDonald 
and Meany are now for Kennedy 
for President. 


C. POLLARD 
Sacramento, California 
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Slander 
Dear Sir: 


Recently a soldier who works 
in the library of one of our Air 
Force Bases was visiting in the 
home of another airman. He no- 
ticed a copy of your magazine 
CHRISTIAN HERITAGE and asked 
the wife of this airman if the 
magazine was hers or his, to 
which she replied that she had 
not subscribed to it but that it 
had been mailed to her before 
she was married. The man from 
the library immediately told her 
the Government has condemned 
the magazine as Communistic and 
that her husband could be court- 
martialed. Of course I immediate- 
ly discredited this; however, I 
would like an early reply to this 
letter. Also, if it is at all possible, 
could you publish this letter in 
your wonderful magazine. 


N.G.W. 
Mississippi 


Today’s Question 
Dear Sir: 


No question is more hotly ar- 
gued today than the propriety of 
discussing a man’s religion when 
he is seeking the Presidency of 
the United States. Roman Catho- 
lics with a prominent and much- 
publicized candidate in the run- 
ning pretend to be _ terribly 
shocked when his religion is men- 
tioned. They scream “bigotry” 
when people ask whether his first 
loyalty would be to his country 
or to his religious superiors, and 
to what extent he would be bound 
by the decisions and orders of a 
foreign potentate, or pope, whom 
he regards as “infallible” and as 
having the power of God. 

The office of President of the 
United States carries a terrible 
responsibility. Many of his deci- 
sions are of far-reaching impor- 
tance, and some of them affect 
not only the people of the United 
States but those of the whole 
world, and they must be made by 
him and him alone. He is at the 
top and there is no one else to 
make them for him. Would a Ro- 
man Catholic President make his 
decisions himself, or would his 
religious superiors make them for 
him? We do not know. Can we 
afford to take the chance? 
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Nomination and election of a 
Catholic President should be post- 
poned until such time as the Ro- 
man Catholic Church in America 
renounces its foreign control. 


JACK ODOM 
Fort Bragg, California 


After Many Years 


e Reverend Louis F. Hutchins, 
member of the Christ’s Mission 
Board of Trustees, visited Cen- 
tral America a short time ago 
and wrote the Editor as follows: 


Dear Dr. Montano: 


... 1 was away on an Evangelis- 
tic preaching mission in Puerto 
Rico from the first to the thir- 
teenth of February. I had a 
blessed time among the Chris- 
tians of Aguadilla. I was speak- 
ing in the Central Presbyterian 
Church there. During the five 
nights of our meetings we had 
forty decisions for Christ; thirty- 
two were first-time decisions, five 
were re-dedications, and three 
were young men who came for- 
ward to give their lives for full- 
time Christian service. Truly the 
Lord blessed us in a marvelous 
way. 

I enjoyed more than I can say 
my fellowship among these warm 
earnest Christian people. In fact, 
they are just like the people of 
my own church—I felt perfectly 
at home. 

Toward the last of my stay I 
happened to be speaking about 
you and was delighted to find that 
you had spoken in that very 
church and that they remembered 
you well. Perhaps you also re- 
member being at the church in 
Aguadilla. I felt that in some 
measure I was following in your 
footsteps. 


Louis F. HUTCHINS 
Flushing, New York 


Bigots Justified 


Dear Dr. Montano: 

One sees many “demands” that 
the Roman Bishops in the United 
States declare their church’s 
teaching on the subject of Church 
and State. One hundred sixty 
years ago, the same demand was 
made in England, and the Ro- 
man Catholic Church there made 
its declaration in unmistakable 
terms. Seventy years later, it 


proved to be, as some “bigots” 
had feared, utterly worthless. 

I recommend Dr. G. G. Coul- 
ton’s Papal Infallibility (Faith 
Press, London; Morehouse Pub- 
lishing Co., Milwaukee). 

Your pamphlet with Bishop 
Strossmayer’s speech in 1870 is a 
fine piece of documentary propa- 
ganda, but would not the speeches 
of Bishop Verot of Savannah and 
Archbishop Kenrick of St. Louis 
carry more weight with Ameri- 
can readers? Again, see Coulton, 
pp. 155-199. 

The story of the English Ro- 
man Catholic Bishops and clergy 
is really devastating. 


Cot. H.R.A. 
Toronto, Canada 


Dream of Freedom 


Dear Dr. Montano: 

I have been a missionary in 
Brazil for over forty years. 

I was interested in reading ‘On 
the Home Front,” giving the re- 
sult of the survey about the 
CHRISTIAN HERITAGE family. We 
wish we could send the magazine 
to hundreds of people and insti- 
tutions. We are sending it to our 
local pastor and to the Perkins 
School of Theology, S.M.U., Dal- 
las, Texas. 

We hope and pray your cam- 
paign for a free America may be 
crowned with complete success. 

We surely would be glad to 
have relations with Rome sev- 
ered, and be freed from the 
shackles of the Vatican, its arro- 
gant domination, its infiltration, 
its draining of our wealth to its 
vaults. 


CHARLES A. LONG 
Ardmore, Oklahoma 


New Day Dawning? 


Dear Dr. Montano: 

The current issue of Commen- 
tary Magazine has a timely ar- 
ticle titled “Birth Control and 
Public Policy.” It cites a survey 
conducted by Michigan Scripps 
that a large percentage of Catho- 
lics practice birth control and in- 
dicates that a new day may be 
dawning as Catholics begin to 
come from under the heel of the 
Roman Empire and ignore that 
general routine of “Don’t do as 
I do, but do as I tell you to do.” 


R. D. MCMASTER 
Denver, Colorado 
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The Dangers 


(Continued from page 23) 


desire to preserve it. It is no 
more powerful than public opin- 
ion. That public opinion must be 
educated constantly and kept 
alert. We must educate each ris- 
ing generation to enjoy its liber- 
ty to speak, and to worship as it 
desires. We as Americans must 
never cease to be on guard, for 
there are men who are willing to 
“change, amend or blot out the 
present Constitution,” that they 
may steal away our liberty and 
prescribe our religion. 

If we let them prescribe a re- 
ligion, which one will it be? Who 
is going to decide which one is 
right? Even though a religion be 
theologically correct, as soon as 
it is prescribed by civil law it is 
spiritually wrong. 

If and when the time of a 
state religion comes to the Unit- 
ed States, Americanism will be 
doomed. To make America safe 
for us and our children, we must 
know what freedom and democ- 
racy mean, what they stand for, 
what they cost our forefathers in 
civil effort, physical hardships, 
and spiritual agony. 

Religious freedom in America 
or in any country is only assured 
by constant vigilance, and by not 
allowing the church to enter the 
halls of legislation seeking spe- 
cial favors by law. Continual 
alertness in guarding our liberty 
is the price of our freedom. 

Millions of the world’s perse- 
cuted are looking to us in Ameri- 
ca to lead the way. No church 
should be allowed to undermine 
our civil and religious liberty. No 
group should ever be permitted 
to rob us of our position of world 
leadership in principle and prac- 
tice of democracy. No attempt to 
change our doctrine of separation 
of church and state should re- 
main unchecked. 





*Encyclopaedia Britannica, “Galileo,” 
edition 1901, Vol. X, p. 34. 

*William Addison Blakeley, editor of 
first edition, American State Papers 
and Related Documents on Freedom in 
Religion, fourth revised edition, revised 
from the Blakeley edition, p. 522. 

*H. G. Wells, Crux Ansata, New 
York, Agora Publishing Co., p. 13. 

‘Blakeley, op. cit., p. 523. 

"Helen Augur, An American Jezebel, 
New York, Brentano’s Co., 1930. 
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Under Scrutiny 
(Continued from page 27) 


The St. Louis waterfront proj- 
ect and the Lincoln Square (New 
York City) project are probably 
the outstanding examples of the 
general procedure. An area, slum- 
ridden or subject to flood, is 
chosen for the operation, and ac- 
quired by a public authority. 
When cleared and ready for im- 
provements it is ordinarily partly 
utilized for a public purpose, such 
as a park, playground, or recrea- 
tion center. This imparts an at- 
tractive aura, which those in 
charge trust will distract public 
attention from the fact that the 
lion’s share of the tract then is 
“sold”? without competitive bid- 
ding to a church or denomina- 
tional schoo] at far less than the 
cost of acquisition. The proposed 
indirect federal aid to Fordham 
University under the Lincoln 
Square project would mount into 
the millions. Litigation regarding 
it, however, appears to be still in 
progress. In the St. Louis project 
the chief beneficiary was Roman 
Catholic St. Louis University. 


Congress has had placed before 
it several bills to mark churches 
as “shrines.” The greatest pub- 
licity in this category has gone 
to a congressman’s pet project in 
Philadelphia. Bills in this case 
allotted small amounts for two 
Protestant churches along with 
a far greater sum for St. Joseph’s 
(Roman Catholic) Church. These 
proposals illustrate another ap- 
proach. Opposition is disarmed 
by offering a part of the booty to 
those who might otherwise object 
to the whole transaction. 


The same method was followed 
two or three years ago at West- 
erly, Rhode Island, where the 
“sale” of an abandoned school 
building to the Catholic Church 
for a mere token payment was 
followed by a similar transfer of 
an abandoned building to the 
local Methodist Church. By this 
sort of maneuvering a church 
may receive a new building, 
funds for an addition, or even an 
additional site for future expan- 


sion. For such purposes the 
“shrine” concept is the favored 
excuse. 


The idea of a shrine involves 


an emotional setting (which 
hampers critical thinking) of ar- 
tistic, religious, or historical 
character. Just when a location 
qualifies as a shrine has never 
been elucidated. Recognition of 
one place as a shrine demands the 
recognition of another, until this 
distinction can be finally claimed 
for even a lowly highway which 
the guide describes as “the road 
that Paul Revere would have 
taken if he had come this way.” 
Church authorities with vision 
might better turn their concern 
to the establishment of new 
churches in new areas to serve 
our mushrooming population, in- 
stead of plastering and propping 
up decrepit shacks of little or 
perhaps doubtful historical sig- 
nificance at church and govern- 
ment expense. 

Logically, when a shrine is the 
recipient of government aid, it 
should, like our national parks, 
come under government control. 
Not so these religious shrines; 
they are likely to continue under 
the same sectarian control as be- 
fore, and to conduct the same 
distinctive religious services. 

Thus aggressive church bodies 
can add fringe to fringe, increas- 
ing, expanding, enlarging until 
the fringe will hide at last the 
new creation, designed upon 
American soil: a church main- 
tained by the state, and a state 
weakened and enfeebled by a 
church. 


*R. Freeman Butts, The American 
Tradition in Religion and Education, 
pp. 150-170, 221-222 (references 2-23). 

National Educational Association Re- 
search Bulletin, The State and Sec- 
tarian Education, Church and State, 
(April, 1957) 10:4:2, 3, 5, Vol. XXXIV, 
No. 4, pp. 187-192. 

"See Maryland and New Mexico 
statutes. 

"See Maine and Missouri 
examples). 

‘Butts, The State and Sectarian Edu- 
cation, pp. 170-172, 184-185, 186-187. 

"Exploring the Old World, "Hammer- 
Stephenson - Yohe - -Alschwede - Fol- 
lett- Gross, (Follett _— Com- 
pany, 1957), Pp. 173-17 

*Bra dfordsvi le v. Saeed of Educa- 
tion, Testimony of Sister Romauld, 
Lebanon County, Ky. 

"Lebanon County, "ity. ., July, 1957. 

"Christianity Today, August 3, 1959. 

‘Church and State (September, 
1956) 9:8:1. 

a and State (October, 1959) 


12:9:5. 
“Church and State (December, 1956) 
9:11:5. 


a and State (October, 1959) 
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